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INTRODUCTION. 



It did not escape me, when I first sate down 
to write the '* History of England," that I had 
imposed on myself a toilsome and invidious 
task. I foresaw that it would require habits of 
patient research, and incessant application ; 
that I should frequently be obliged to contra- 
dict the statements of favourite writers, occa- 
sionally perhaps to offend the political or reli- 
gious partialities of my readers ; and that my 
pretensions to accuracy would provoke others 
to seek out and expose those casual errors, 
which no human vigilance can totally exclude 
from long and laborious compositions. But 
the knowledge of these inconveniences did not 
divert me from my purpose. I have pursued 
it faithfully and fearlessly through six quarto 
volumes, and have brought down the history 
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itom th« Ifirat Mva^oli fey th^ Romans to the 
death of Charles the First. 

As the work issued from the press, it gra- 
dually attracted notice. By some writers it wa« 
honoured with the meed of their approbatioii : 
others selected certain portions for the subjeict 
of animadversion. To these I made hd reply, 
intending to reserve myself till the conipktioti 
of my labours, and then, in ia general answei*i 
to admit emendation, where I femrid itiyself ini 
error, and to defend my f6^er^^ta*erifientsi 
where I thought them c*tptious!y ^^r wantonly 

ass&iled. If 1 now recede ft^ *b^'*e8<:Aution| 

'■• ' , . . • • . " - 

it is ih consequence of a lafM Strtifcllfe^-in -^tAi^ 
^^ Edinburgh Review." ItS'%¥ttyr, hA^ 
^otisly surveyed the whole hvtJli4c/ pG^ 
fl^ rapacity of the vdlturei oii at n<>te 6tf 
tite end of the iSfth volume, rfeMingtb atiev^ftt 
unconnected with- English history j Uhd ettg<)«Ef^ 
raged by the detection of certain real or ima- 
ginary errors, he charges me with carelessness, 
and fraud, and misrepresentation, and pro- 
nounces his solemn and deliberate judgment, 
that the book *^is one of a most dangerous 
d^cription, which will impress the minds of its 
readers with false and incorrect notions of the 
history of their country, and of the character 
aiad conduct of their ancestors/' This sample 
of enlightened criticism has drawn from me the 



present tract. ^ It isaot.ii^^.v^ vfJi^position to 
affect an apathy whicli I do not feel, or to sit 
down tamely under reproach, which I do not 
deserve. I owe it to myself to refute this 
sweeping accusation ; I owe it to my readers to 
fhow, tha,t 1 have not abused their confidence. 
\ / [With the Scottish reviewer I shall also notice 
t:^oot]:ier opponents ; the Reverend Mr. Todd, 
wrho conceives that I have not done justice to 
the meropry . of ? archbishop Cranmer, and a 
y^rite^^ in* the ff Qijarterly Review," whose gal- 
laaitry Jii^s i^dpo^ him to advocate the cause of 
the HialftffisuiJia^ j4>^jje Boleyn. The objections of 

tthese |thrB0it,lwitl^ to each, will 

ocq]^pyf<^^ foljo^jyig pages. If there belittle 
ittrtheciQij.troveir§y to interest the curiosity pf 
the zteader^ I shall not at least exhaust hj^ 
pfttienoe by treating any subject at greatePj 
l^a^t]^ thaa its importance may require. , -^ 
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THE EDINBURGH REVIEW. 



CHAPTER I. 



My Memoir on the Parisian Massacre — Judgment of 
the Reviewer — His artful manner of Proof — Impro- 
bability of a preconcerted Plot — The King's friend- 
ship for the Admiral — The attempt on the Admiral's 

' J^ifo — T'he visit of Charles after the attempt — 7'he 
absence of contemporary and credible authority — The 
testimony of the Duke of Anjou and Tavannes — 
The proceedings immediately before the Massacre — 
The credulity of the Reviewer — The King's^ des- 
patches to the Provinces — The number of the slain. 

There is something extraordinary in the choice 
made by the reviewer. To judge of a history of 
England^ he has selected a subject exclusively 
French ; and to enable his readers to forna an opinion 
of the whole work, he has called their attention to 
the contents of a single note. There is something 
still more extraordinary in the manner, in which he 
has executed his task. He can see nothing to 
commend : even the old maxim of '* damning with 
faint praise " is forgotten : in every page, in almost 
every line, he discovers, or pretends to discover, 
instances of error, or ignorance, or misrepresentation. 
Nor is he content with impeaching the literary, he 
also assails the moral, character of the writer. He 
represents him as guilty of intentional fraud, as ac- 
tuated by religious animosities, and as taking ad- 
vantage of the ignorance of the public, to mislead 
and deceive the reader. Such conduct, however, 
though it be varnished over with a display of 



t4te fs^^Hfeftime 1 ventifrecl^ 
^£ ' • jfi bpiidi^^V that it was the 

ilbt^ and to confflder it as tbe^ 

entfll and unforeseen event. ' 

old Mathieu had taught me 

same transaction, that it is 

— , '. advocate the cause of truth 

.-- /edited error :* and I readily 

9. tement which I should make. 

se, and provoke contradiction^ 
.~ , ared to me a proper subject 

iry ; and the consideration that 

'_ da half have elapsed since, it 

Me has been allowed for passion to 

ifee to vear away, determined me 

*i)itifon fairly and fearlessly to tl* 

iteeisi^nthent of my readers. ; 

- • * r^^irf if'tk^ 'Reviewer. It was, however, un^* 

I ^ontfl •*** my memoir could not appear in it9 

/iV/r *icjpfe. ' It had been reserved for a pSelce 

• npwiof' eiietes m the appendix to the fifth volume r 

" tioff ^'' o^^rgtowh bulk of that volume compelled 

^,f.(h/flf re*d<5e it to one half of its original size, fo* 

i//ri^^ i^ufehrcel confined myself to a rapid^ and; in 

iff^^ je^^points perhaps unsatisfactory, narrative. Minor, 

''^ ibtigh corf olorative, circumstances, were omitted ; 

^ many of the particular authorities were suppressed ; 

dtiid all reasoning on either side of the question was 

eit eluded. On this account it was, that in a short 

prefatory address, I requested the reader to believe 

■ . . . • ■ -.« 

< Je seals bien qu'il y a de rimprudcnce i penser persuader des 
clioscs vraies contre Ferreur commune et la creance publique: ct 
neantmoins plusieurs ontoui dire a Villeroy quo cette joumee ne 
iikt paspremcditec, come on Ic rapporte. HisU de Chari. ix. i. 343. 
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auihoritieftaDdq4)rQ(liii^iQ()Si 19 not calculated to win 
credit with the disc^oiiig reader. Of its cause be 
may be ignorant ; but he will not fail to remark, 
that, let it proceed whei(ee it may , it has more the ap* 
pearaiice of personal pique than of impartial criticism. 
Reviewers should always bear in mind^ that it is 
a dfi^ngerous experiment to sport with the ,pubUat 
credulity. They hold office durante beneplacito: A% 
long as they fairly exhibit the^ merits and danierUsi 
of the writers^ whom they call before their tribunal^ 
they may be assured of support. Biit if they allp^ 
prejudice to guide their pens, if they make their^ 
pages subservient to private antipathies anfl^ iresent^: 
ments, if, under the pretence ri^r.di^MPWgiafb^rinar 
ti^, they chiefly seek to injare^th^^^^raicter of a 
s^posed adversary ;^ they violate the fifsk pf thi^ir 
duties, they break their word ?tp-theirjrea4pif»>aj^ 
thip^y Infallibly forfeit^ as they' dei^rve to forfeit, 
thf confidence of the public* . /.^i r/.i :. r 
,:^flt has jpfleased the reviewer to constitute him*' 
self, piy accuser: it remains for me to repel the accii^ 
8^<MP«.: If I fail in the attempt, the failure willjusr 
t^y his conduct: if I suqceed, and of success I canr 
not entertain a doubt, his will be the disgrace of de*^ 
feat, and the shame of misrepresentation.. He ha^ 
provoked the contest : be must submit to the cQikr 
sequences. , 

> In my history of the reign of Elizabeth, I was 
led to notic^j at some length, the Parisian massacre 
iU' 161*2 f not so much because it belonged to the 
subject, as that I might conform to the practice of 

• ^ The article in the review was provoked by a letter in a news- 
paper, which was so worded, as to have the appearance of coming 
from me. 1, therefore, take this- opportunity 4>f saying, that I wasnr)t 
''^her to the writing or the publication of that letter. 



])receding writers. But at the Same time I ventifred 
to depart from the commun opinion, that it was the 
effect of a preconcerted plot, and to consider it as the 
sudden result of an accidental and unforeseen event. 
I was, indeed, aware, as old Mathieu had taught me 
in his narrative of the same transaction, that it is 
not always prudent to advocate the cause of truth 
iti opposition to accredited error :- and I readily 
foresaw that the statement which 1 should make, 
would excite surprise, and provoke contradiction. 
But the fact appeared to me a proper subject 
for historical inquiry ; and the consideration that 
t*o centuries and a half have elapsed since.it 
happened, that time has been allowed for passion to 
cooi, and prejudice to vear away, determined me 
to commit my opinion fairly and fearlessly to the 
candour and discernment of my readers, 

Jttdgmtnt of the Reviewer. It was, however, un- 
fortunate that my memoir could not appear in its 
original shape. It had been reserved for a plsice 
among the notes in the appendix to the fifth volume : 
and the overgrown bulk of that volume compelled 
me to reduce it to one half of its original size. In 
Cdttsetiuence I confined myself to a rapid, and, in 
sdme points perhaps unsatisfactory, narrative. Minor, 
though corroborative, circumstances, were omitted ; 
many of the particular authorities were suppressed ; 
and all reasoning on either side of the question was 
excluded. On this account it was, that in a short 
prefatory address, I requested the reader to believe 

s Je scais bieo qu'il y a dc rimprudoQce k penser persuader des 
clioses vrsifls conire I'erreur coiiirauiia et la creance pablique ; ct 
(leniitiuoiiw plusieurs ont oiii dire a Villeroy quo Mtte joumfee ns 

t |)u»|irpnicditec, come on In rapporte. Hiat. do Charl. ii. i. 3d3. 
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that my opinion^ differing as it did from that of 
many other writers^ ^< was not formed till after a 
diligent perusal and comparison of the most authen- 
tic documents on the subject."^ 

Whatever others may have thought of this pas- 
sage^ the reviewer openly comes forward to declare 
that he does not credit my assertion. The memoir, 
he contends^ exhibits so many instances of care- 
lessness and haste, so many misconceptions and 
misrepresentations, so long a train of literary delin- 
quencies, that he cannot believe I have read with 
attention, if I have read at all, the works to which 
I appeal. On the contrary, he suspects that all the 
knowledge which I possess of the St. Bartholomew, 
is derived from Caveyrac, and that it is through the 
medium of that writer, that I have seen and ^^ dili- 
gently compared the original documents on this 
subject."* 

His artful manner of proof . 1. It were to be 
wished that critics would quote fairly, when they 
mean to condemn severely. In this passage, and in 
the two following pages, the reviewer professes 
thrice to quote my very words, and thrice substitutes 
in their place words of his own.' I said, that I had 
compared '^ the most authentic documents ;" he 
makes me say that I compared the ^^ original 
documents." The change may be unintentional, but 
it is not immaterial. By ^' the most authentic 'docu- 
ments," I meant documents of sufficient authority 
to deserve credit, as coming from men, who either 
were the original devisers, or received their infor- 

* Hist. viii. 515. 1 qaote the 8vo edition that 1 may not diifer 
^Aoni the reviewer. * Kev. 95. * Rev. p. 95. 97. 
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mation from &e original deviaers, of the massacre. 
Such persons may be admitted as authentic wit- 
nesses. But the ^^ original documents" of the re- 
viewer are not confined to such evidence : he extends 
the denomination to the numerous writings on the 
subject, published within a few years after the 
event ;^ of which the far greater part proceeded 
from those, who possessed not the means of ascer-* 
taining the real origin of the tragedy, and who 
wrote only from hearsay, conjecture, and passion. 
Such writings cannot be classed among ^^ the most 
auiJientic documents on the subject :" so that, should 
the reviewer prove that I have neglected to consult 
some of tkeiUy he still will not have proved any thing 
contradictcffy of my assertion. 

2. It is, moreover, both singular and suspicious, 
that from the prefatory address, he should imme- 
diately hurry away to the very last paragraph in 
the memoir. There he discovers a passage, in which 
by mistake the epithet ^^ huguenot" has been pre- 
fixed to a list of six writers : and very plau^bly 



! t 



^ See Rev. p. 97. He meations particularly Masson's lijGa of 
Charles IX. published by Le Laboureur, Castelnau, iii. 15. and as 
he frequently refers to this tract, I may be allowed to inform the 
reader, that Masson's Vita Caroli IX. consists of six -loosely printed 
pages, in which the immense number of fifteen lines is devoted to 
the history of the St. Bartholomew. It abounds with errors, and is 
rather a sketch containing the heads of a projected history, than a 
history itself: it was written by Masson just after the death. of 
Charles, and then thrown aside. Of his motives we know nothing ; 
but though he lived five and thirty years afterwards, though in that 
interval he published his annals and other works, he never thought 
proper to send the Vita Caroli to the press. Yet this is one of ** the 
original, or authentic documents/' which^ according to the reviewer, 
I ought to have consulted ! 
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and Massdn, are. knowi^ to. have been oatholios^J^nii^ 
Iiingard oould jaol bay^been conversant with thetf 
i¥orks. But may I ask^why the reviewer ha9 taken 
this subject from its proper place to intro^U^Qi^t 
here ? Is it not to cr.eate a persuasic^ii that it Hdi^j^ 
to prove the charge iminediately preceding; it^. 
shew. that I have quoted authoriti^ which I liad not 
consulted? If so^: he knows that, he is /playi|igj» 
false game. . Not one of the three writers is qii^oAj^icl 
by me throughout the memoir ; nor can any of ihek^ 
works be ranked. among the authentic^dl)can]6nbi^ 
which I asserted that I had compared^ > The faot.is^ 
that the passage^ in which their natneacocoiirywaa 
translated from a French writeri to wftoiiiy<aatdBiy^ 
only.authority, I referred the reactor/ ;i4: >t J>t)v,i«,.^> 
j 3. :In the next place, I must ba allowed to idottbijc 
whether the reviewer believes, as he c|frelbnd8^ ' thai I^ 
Wa8> ignorant of the religion ;4if ^tfa» three Writersi!^ 
Masson, indeed, is now an obscui^e name f and itheriE^ 
ybax a Masson, a calvinist writer in Holland/ "VVfitk; 
respect to him, therefore, I might have been ^i erron^^ 
Butijpotdd he imagine that I had never heard of .De/' 



' V ..." 1 a ^ 



'^ From Cavfeyrac, dissertation xxxvi— xli. The reviewer telbju^ 
that "this work had little success when it first appeared, and oh 
tained no favourable reputation for its author," p. 95. I know not 
wiienoe he received his infortnation ; but the clamour which it r^^d 
among the intidel party in France, and their attempt to put it down, 
by fakely representing it as an apology of the massacre, art$ powerful 
t^^inonies in its fisivour. The reviewer lends a helping hand to its 
of^nents, by chai^ng Caveyrao with the omission of two wordt 
(4tf autres,) in a quotation from La Popelini^re: I desired a fnehd 
to copy for me the whole page from the original, and in his copy the 
very same words are wanting. 
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TLou and FereOxe, names so illuetrious in the literary 
and ecclesiastical history of France ; or that I did not 
know that the president ^ Mortier always professed 
himself a catholic, or that the archbishop of Paris 
could not be a hugUenot? A fair and candid critic 
would rather have inferred that the word " hugue- 
not" had by some accident crept into the text. And 
so it was. It had been placed by me in the margin 
*8 a private mark, a sort of catch-word, to aid my 
memory, and was taken thence by the copyist or 
the printer, as a correction for the word " national,'' 
the true reading in the manuscript. With this, in- 
deed, the reviewer could not be acquainted. But 
when he considered that it was but the error of a 
single word, he ought to have hesitated before he 
charged to ignorance and imposture, what might 
have been, as in reality it was, the effect of mere 
accident. If he have written much for the press, 
he must know that such errors are not uncommon," 
He must occasionally have discovered in his manu- 
script a word which he never intended to write, and 
in the printed copy a word which he had never 
written. The operations of the mind outstrip in 
speed those of the body. While the hand is em- 
ployed in tracing the characters on paper, or in 
arranging the types against the rule, the mind fre- 
quently hurries forward, and a word, connected 
M'ith the new train of thought, is introduced by 

■ Not uncomnion even iu the writmgs of the reviewoT himtielf. 
Thus I Lave shewn that in transcribing my words he has thrice 
substituted " original" ioc " authentic;" and thus again in p. 123, 
he refers to I^a Popeiinicre, ii. 67. for the massacre of Vaasy, though 
in reality it is my reference foi the massacre of Paris, which happcntid 
ten years afterwards. 



mnnual operation, without the coiiHoioiisness of the 
writer or of the compositor. To this or some similar 
cause the suspicious appearance of the word " hu- 
guenot" might have been attributed. But to the 
reviewer it seemed otherwise. He had detected the 
error, and re-iolved to derive from it every advan- 
tage in his power. The merit of the discovery he 
may claim : but I doubt whether that merit will 
atone, in the estimation of the reader, for the un- 
fair use to which it has been applied. 

A preconcerted Plot improbable. We may now 
return to the memoir, the first half of which is 
occupied by a hasty sketch of the principal events 
that preceded the massacre. To this part the re- 
viewer has offered no objection. I shall, however, 
recal its contents to the attention of my readers : 
because, 1. the friendship of the king for Coligni, 
the leader of the huguenots ; 2. the attempt on the 
life of that nobleman ; 3. and the visit of the royal 
family to the bed-side of the wounded man, are facts 
which forcibly demonstrate the utter improbability 
of the opinion so confidently maintained by my 
adversary. 

The King's Friendship for the Admiral. In the 
first place, I noticed the friendship which the king, 
Charles IX.. after the pacification of 1570, mani- 
fested for the admiral, and the ascendancy which 
that friendship gave him over the mind of the young 
monarch. His correspondence with the king was 
frequent, his interviews were secret and confidential. 
To attach Charles to his party, he is said, to have 
awakened the royal jealousy by throwing out sus- 
picions of the designs of the queen mother, who 
monopolized the powers of government, and was 



careful to bring forward on ail occasions her 
favourite son. the duke of Anjou:" and with the 
same view he flattered the king's ambition, by pro- 
posing to him the conquest of the Netherlands as 
nn easy achievement, if he would permit the French 
protestants to aid their brethren, the Gueux of 
Flanders, already in arms against the king of Spain. 
In the year 1671, he visited Charles, both at Blois 
and at Paris : in 1572 he was invited to assist at the 
marriage of the king of Navarre. The ceremony 
had been fixed for the 18th of August : but he re- 
paired to the court in June, partly at the solicitation 
of the English ambassador, partly through his own 
anxiety fo further the Spanish war/" There he re- 
mained during two months, making or appearing to 
make daily advances in the royal confidence, and 
exciting the most serious apprehensions in the breasts 
of the opposite party. Now the writers, who believe 
in a preconcerted plot, are compelled to maintain 
that all this while Charles was acting the part devised 
for him by the queen mother, feigning a friendship 
which he did not feel, and seeking by smiles and 
courtesies to allure the admiral and his friends to 
the spot designed for their destruction. But, 1. at 
the commencement of this period, he was only 
twenty years old. Is it probable that so young a 
prince should be so consummate a master in the 
art of dissimulation, as to be able for two years to 
carry on this system without detection ; a prince, 
too, who from the sudden bursts of passion to which 

I Memdires do Villeroy. ii. 63. Memoircs do rEtoile, i. 47. 
Le Laboureur, Castlunau, iii. 31. 

" M^moiresde I'estat do France, sous Charles Neufiesme, i. 72. 
85. 217. Mddelboiis;, 1576. 
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he was subject^ was liatble at any moment to betray 
his real sentiment!^ ? 2. Is it credible that the ad- 
miral, a wary and veteran politician, would suffer 
himself, for so long a period, to be duped by the 
mere aciting of a raw and unexperienced youth, and 
so completely duped, that even the attempt on bis 
life did not dispel the delusion ?^^ 3. Is it possible 
that if Charles dissembled, his brother of Anjou and 
the marshal de Tavannes, his supposed accomplices 
in the plot, should be unacquainted with his dissi- 
mulation ? Yet that they were, is evident from this 
fact, that they presented four memorials which are 
still extant, to the council, to dissuade the king froih 
the Spanish war, to which he was led by the advice 
of the admiral.^^ 

I These are improbabilities whipb it will require no 
little ingenuity to remove: there are others stilt 
more appalling to succeed. 

The attempt cm the AdmiraV^ life. In the next 
place, I related the attempt to murder the admiral 
in the open street on the 22d of August. ; He was 
wounded, but not mortally, and the assassin who 
escaped, is known to have been employed by the 
queen mother, the duke of Anjou, and their confi- 



^1 If we may Relieve Margaret, the sister of Charles, the dis- 
simulation was on the other side. Les renards avoient sceii si 
bien feindre, qu'ils avoient gagne Ic cceur de ce brave prince, 
poar Tesperance de se rendre utiles d Tacroisscment de son estat, et 
en luj proposant de belles et glorieuses enterprises en Flandres. 
Memoires de Marguerite de Valois, lii. 174. I quote fi:om the col- 
lection universelle des memoires parliculiers rclatife ^ Thistoire de 
France, by Perrin, 1785—1791. 

1* They are to be found in the Memoires de Tavannes, Tom. xxvii. 
225. 229. 248. 292. 
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d^ntial advisers^ the very persons to whoiti the 
4esiga,of a gencpral massacre is attributed by the 
reviewer. Bat by what ingenuity can this event 
]^e reconciled with such a design? .What possible 
Bdotive could there be to attempt the life of one 
man^ if the object was to take the lives of all ? Its 
^ifect must have been to awaken the suspicion of 
the intended victims^ to warn them of their danger, 
tp suggest to them projects of resistance or escape* 
That the life of the admiral alone was sought, is 
ipiost certain. Every precaution had been taken 
1k> secure the flight of the assassin^ but no prepara- 
tions had been made to follow up the blow. If the 
admiral had fallen^ his adherents would probably 
have withdrawn to places of safety. They might 
have done it on that day ; they might have done it 
on the next. The proposal was twice made, but 
rejected by the obstinacy of the leaders." Whoever 
considers these circumstances, must, I think, con^ 
<?lude that tio general massacre was at that time in 
contemplation. 

The King^s visit to the Admiral. Lastly, I related 
the impression which this attempt appeared to make 
on the tiAud of the king. He expressed the most 
Uvely apprehension for the fate of his wounded 
friend, and gave peremptory orders for the 
discovery and punishment of the assassin and 
Mis employers. Not ooutent with this, he visited 
the admiral in his bed, accompanied bv the queen, 
his two brothers, and his principal' counsellors. 

1' Memoires de Testat fi, 282. Popelini^re, ii. 64. Si deslors 
lis eussent deslog^ de Paris et gaign6 Orleans, le surplus ne fust 
arriv^, et n*eust on oz^ rien faire i M. TiVdmiral. Memoires de Jean 
de Mergez, xli. 86. 

B 
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Now this visit opposes another most powerful ob- 
jection to the hypothesis of a preconcerted plot. 
There was no necessity that Charles should visit the 
admiral^ merely because that nobleman desired it : 
on the contrary, the very request was likely to 
excite apprehension in a guilty mind. Yet he goes 
there without guards: he puts himself, his mother^ 
and brothers into the power of the men, whose de- 
struction he is supposed to have been plotting for 
two years, and whose suspicions he must have ex- 
pected to be raised by the late attempt : and he 
puts himself into their power at a moment, when 
they are assembled at the house to the number of 
two hundred, with arms in their hands, ^d cries of 
vengeance in their mouths. To ifte.it ip utterly 
incredible that, with the conscipusness pf guilt on hi^ 
mind, he should have thus unnecessarily exposed 
himself, and those who were most dear to him, to 
such imminent danger. 

.And here there occurs an additional difficulty. 
Why did Catharine, the real contriver of the mur- 
derous attempt, accompany the king to the admiral's 
chamber? The writers of both parties agree that 
she feared the influence of Coligni over her son, and 
sought to prevent by her presence the introduction 
of any subject prejudicial to her interests. The 
prbtestants relate that the wounded chieftain was 
not to be deterred ; that he reminded Charles of the ' 
many warnings which he had previously given him, 
and that he had begun to point the suspicions of the 
king against certain persons, who were undermining 
his throne, when Catharine suddenly interposed, 
and put an end to the conversation.^* The account 

^ Mais la Royne mere scait fort bien empescher^ qn*il ne commu* 



» i. 

of tbe duke of Anjou is more particular, though 
mther difierept. According to liim^ Charles^ at tBe 
request of the admiral, ordered his mother anii 
brother to withdraw to the centre of the room. 
They obeyed : but the earnestness with which the 
admiral was observed to speak, excited the alarm 
of Catharine. She interrupted his discourse ; pi'O- 
vailed on her son to depart, and employed all her 
arts to draw fronfi him the secret subject of the con- 
versation. At last he exclaimed with an oath: 
^^what the admiral said was the truth ; I hav^ 

allowed the sovereign authority to slip from mj 
hands into yours and those of my brother: it k 
iiebessEiry that I be upon my guard against a 

pow^r "wrhicli Will soon overbalance my ovcii. 
^This was xt^hat he told me, and begged me to 
receive, as the death-bed advice of a loyal and de^ 
vbtted servarrt.''^^' It is immaterial which of these nai*- 
tatives w6 prefet. ■ Each of them shows that GathtiU 
rine was, and had reason to be, jealous of the ill^ 
fluence of the admiral with the king : a jealousy, 
which it will be difficult to account for, if we belieVe 
tliat he had been employed for two years in endea- 
vours, uttder her direction, to allure that nobleman 
and his adherents to their destruction. 

No credible oMthorityfor a preconcerted PloU 1* 
When I sate down to compose the memoir, I enter- 
tained no doubt of the received opinion, that the 
massacre was the effect of a preconcerted plot : but 

ijique particulierement au Roy quelques secrets touchant la conserva- 
tion de son estat, De Seires. iii. 177. Memoires de I'estat. i. 
278. Thuan. iii. 124. 
^ Memoires de Villeroy, ii. 67-69. 

B 2 
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these formidable objections induced mo to paus$e> 
land to inquire on what real foundation a system so 
replete with improbabilities, was built. Writers^ 
who asserted it, were to be found without number ; 
they were catholics as well as protestants: some 
took it for granted ; others attempted to prove it* 
But what was their authority ? Nothing beyond 
suspicion, and report, and conjecture. Not one of 
them, as far as I could discover, pretended to have 
been privy to the design ; not one received his in- 
formation from those who were supposed to have 
beep privy to it. All the evidence of this descrip- 
tion is on the other side : every credible document, 
purporting to give the testimony of the king, or of 
the queen, or of the duke of Anjou, or of their 
ministers, declares that the massacre was a sudden 
and unforeseen expedient, suggested by the alarm, 
which the failure of the attempt on the admiral 
had excited, and by the danger to be expected frow 
the revenge of his adherents.^^ 

2. It was this which caused me to remark in a 
note, that the hypothesis of my opponents was 
"unsupported by contemporary authority ;'' ^T an 

^^ Or il est certain que, si Tamiral fut mort de ses blessures, 16 
malheur de son party 8*en fut alle avec lui ; mais quand on assura le 
roi, qu'il serait bientot gueri, et sans doute il s'en vengeroit, le roi fut 
conseill^ de le iaire achever, et cela ne se pouvant faire sans envelop-* 
per en la m^rae peine les principaux de son parti, on jugea necessaire 
d'en miner plusieurs pour en perdre un. Mathieu, Histoire de 
Charles ix. i. 344. J*ai ecrit plus au long, et, je crois, plus veritable- 
ment que nul autre, ce qui se passa en cette journee, parce que je Tai 
appris de ceux m^mes qui furent aii conseil et a I'execution.— Id, 
jp. 347. 

IT Hist. vi. 519. 
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observation which has aroused the astonfshment 
and ire of the reviewer, " Unsupported by contem- 
porary authority ! " he exclaims^ " why ; it was 
maintained by Capilupi at Rome in the month of 
September, it was believed by the elector of Saxony 
in Oictober, it was asserted by an orator in the as- 
sembly of the huguenots of Dauphine in December, 
and it was assumed as true by the ex-jesuit Masson 
in 1676/'^® All this I am ready to grant, and 
even more. But from what source did these per- 
sons derive their knowledge ? As well might you ap- 
peal to tlie French orators and writers of pamphlets, 
for contemporary authority ta prove that the iattempt 
to destroy the first, consul by the explosion of th^ 
^* infernal machine,*' in the year 1800, originated 
with Mr. Windham and his colleagues in the 
British ministry. A broad distinction should be^ 
drawn between authority for a public fact, and 
authority for a secret design. The fact is a 
matter of notoriety: its truth may be easily 

» Rev. 98. 99. « Onvoitnaitre," says D' Aubigne, ii. 70. anno 1618, 
** un livre, duquel I'autheur s^appelloit preneur de loupsy pour loner 
Pexcessive finesse, disposition et fermete de coBur du Roi et de la Roine," 
The opinion of this wolf-catcher (Capilupi) was, that a league had been 
concluded between the pope and the two kings of France and Spain,' 
by which the king of France was to massacre all the chiefs ' of th» 
huguenots at the marriage of his sister, and aid with all his power tha 
duke of Alva to exterminate the rebels in Flanders ; the king of Spain 
was to restore Navarre to the king of France, and aid the duke of 
Anjoa io get possession of the English crown; and then the allies 
were to unite their forces to exterminate the heretics of Germany, and' 
establish a new constitution of the jempke by the authority of the pc^e.; 
Lo Stratagema. 1572. This specimen will teach the reader what judg- 
ment he ought to form of the <* wolf catcher." > 



ascertained. I would . admit even Capilupi and 
the elector of Saxony as authority for the fact 
of the massacre. But a design, supposed to have 
been formed and conducted in privacy and conceal- 
ment, unless it be necessarily implied in the result^ 
requires very different proof. Its existence can be 
shewn only by the confession of the parties, or by 
the testimony of those, who have derived their 
knowledge from those parties. Such confession or 
testimony would be authority, and contemporary 
authority. But does any such exist? Was any 
such ever known to exist ? No : my opponent 
" has not the hardihood" to assert it. Where theii 
is his contemporary authority ? 

Objection to the testimony of Anjou. The reviewed 
offers two objections to other parts of the same note. 
\. I had appealed to the narrative of the duke 
of Anjou, which, I say, was dictated by hitn " during 
% restless night, when his conscience was harassed 
by the recollection of the massacre,** and which has 
the appearance of coming from one, ** who seeks 
x^ to excuse but to accuse himself.^'^^ He tells us 
that indeed the duke dictated it when ** he was 
agitated by the recollection of the bloody scen^s^^* 
but that he '' expressed in it no contrition for his 
crime, nor seemed at all conscious of its enormity : '■ 
that, on the contrary, he was accustomed " not only 
to make no secret of his participation in the St. 

>^ Hist. viii. 519. That this representation is correct, appears 
plain to me from the very first wonk of the narrative. " Je vous fais 
venir icy, pour vous faire part de mes inquietydes et agitations de 
cette nuit, qui ont trouble mon repos en pensant ^Pexecution de la St.. 
Barthelemy." Mem. de Villeroy, ii. 62. 
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Bartholomew, but reckpijied i^ among the glorious 
acts of his life."^° The difference between us on 
this subject is not a point worth the mooting. If I 
am correct, the duke's narrative deserves credit : if 
the reviewer be correct, it is equally deserving oi 
credit. For surely we cannot imagine that Anjon 
would seek to extenuate his participation in that, 
'' which he reckoned among the glorious acts of his 
life." 

« 

2. Objection to the testimony of Tavannes. I added 
that I had taken a few additional circumstances 
from the memoirs of Tavannes, who was in the 
Louvre^ apd one , of the devisers of the massacre. 
On this the reviewer remarks that, " if Dr. Lingard 
had hi reality read the book, he must have known 
that it was composed not by the marshal himself, 
but by his son John, viscount de Tavannes." — That 
the memoirs were composed by the viscount for 
the instruction of his family, I know : but I con- 
ceive that there is to be found in them that, whicl^ 
may fairly be taken for the testimony of the mar- 
shal himself, transmitted to us through his son! 
When the viscount comes to the summer of 1672, 
he gives us several papers, certainly written by hid 
father, and details several particulars which he could 
hardly have derived from any other source. The 
reviewer, indeed, tells us " that he was too young 
to be ^admitted into the private councils where the 
massacre was devised,*' (which is probably true ;) 
and that " he had too severe a father to venture on 
questioning him, or attempting to penetrate into his 
secrets;" which is very ingeniously put forward, not 

•0 Rev. 100.103.' 
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aBoertai'ned. I would . admit even ('.■ 
the elector of Saxony as authorifv i. 
«f the maMacre. But a design, s«]ip;. 
been formed and conducted in privacy *.; 
ment, unless it be necessarily implied iii 
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1. I had appealed to the narrative of 
of Anjou, which, I say, was dictated by hli 
a restless night, when his conscience wi 
by the recollection of the massacre," and 
the appearance of coming from one, 
not to excuse but to accuse himself.'' ' 
that indeed the duke dictated it when 
agitated by the recollection of the bloody 
but that he *' eiipressed in it no contritioi 
crime, nor seemed at all conscious of its enoi 
that, on the contrary, he was accustomed " ; 
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*» Hist. viii. 51£l. That ibis represenUlion is correct,] 
plain to me from the very first words of the narrative. " Je \^ 
venir icy, pour vous faire part de men inquietudes et agilr 
cette nuit, qui out trouble mon repoo en pensant ^rexetnatioa ■ 
Barthelemy." Mem. de Villeroy, ii. 62. 
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dflntial advisers, the very persons to whom the 
Resign of a general ipassacre is attributed by the 
reviewer. But by what ingenuity can this event 
be reconciled with such a design ? What possible 
motive could there be to attempt the life of one 
man, if the object was to take the lives of all ? Its 
effect must have been to nwaken the suspicion of 
the intended victims, to warn them of their danger, 
to suggest to them projects of resistance or escape. 
That the life of the admiral alone was sought, is 
most certain. Every precaution had been taken 
to secure the flight of the assassin, but no prepara- 
tions had been made to follow up the blow. If the 
admiral had fallen, his adherents would probably 
have withdrawn to places of safety. They might 
have done it on that day ; they might have done it 
on the next. The propo&al was twice made, but 
rejected by the obstinacy of the leaders." Whoever 
considers these circumstances, must, I think, con- 
clude that no general massacre was at that time in 
contemplation. 

The King's visit lo the Admiral. Lastly, I related 
the impression which this attempt appeared to make 
on the nrind of the king. He expressed the most 
lively apprehension for the fate of his wounded 
friend, and gave peremptory orders for the 
discovery and punishment of the assassin nnd 
bis employers. Not content with this, he visited 
the admiral in his bed, accompanied by the queen, 
his two brothers, and his principal counsellors. 

" M^oires de I'esiat. ci, 282, Popelioiere, ii. 64. Si deslors 
iU euasent desloge de Paris et gaign^ Orleans, le BOrplus ne fuat 
arrival et n'eust on oze rien fairs a. M. 1' Admiral. MeiDoires de Jean 
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certained. I would admit even Capilupi iiiid 
e elector of Saxony as authority for the faei 

the maiisacre. But a design, supposed to hava 
len forroed and conducted in privacy and concesl- 
ent, unless it be necessarily implied in the rrnnU* - 
quires very different proof. Its existence can tie 
ewn only by the confession of the parties, or b^ 
:e testimony of those^ who have derived their , 
lowledge from those parties. Such confession n' 
stimony would be authority, and contemp.6rar)r _ 
ithority. But does any such e;iist? Was anjf 
ch ever known to exist? No: my oppoDD^ 
has not the hardihood" to assert it. Where ll^ * 
his contemporary authority ? '*■ 

Objection to ike testimony of Aryou. The revfe^t'*" 
fers two objections to other parts of the samd nOre **■ 

I had appealed to the narrative of the 'duK'"'^. 
' Anjou, which, T say, was dictated by him " dprnif '*i^ 
restless nig'ht, when his conscience was hafaaili^ i . 
7 the recollection of the massacre," and which fif* - ,. 
e appearance of coming from one, '* who rtfW* ,j_ . 
it to excuse but to accuse himself.'-' '^ He telli^r , ^ 
at indeed the duke dictated it when " Ww» ._^ 
;itated by the recollection of the bloody sceiSate . 
it that he *' expressed in it no contrition fo^^-^ 
ime, nor seemed at all conscious of its enorniify*- 
at, on the contrary, he was accustomed " not (h^^ 

make no secret of his participation in thii' •-, 

" V. 
*9 Hist. viii. 319. That this representotion is correct, i^ , 
.in to me from the very first words of the narrative. " it TOtlh.. 
air icy, pour voua faire part de mes inquietudes et agjtatioi 
te nuit, qui ont trouble moo repos ea pensaat a L'execution de ' 
irthelemy." Mem. de Villeroy, ii. 62. 
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beoauke it 13 tru^y bujt.beqause it may ienre ta parrjrr 
my argument* In 4!efiance, however, of the rp^^ 
viewer, the viscount tells us, that he did procure 
information from bis father. The greater part;. of 
the marshal's political life passed before the birth^ 
or during the infancy and boyhood, of the son: hut; 
there was one part of the facts which the visoouiit 
relates, of which he was the eye witness, an4 oft 
which he derived the knowledge from his fath^i:,^ 
" J'ai veu, j ai sceu partie des faits de M. de Tfh- 
vannes, mon pere.'^^^ Now it so happens, that thj^ 
part is that which comprehends the massacre. • H?^, 
i^as then attending his father at court : he .^^ 
mliciting from the king an appointment to one qf. 
the offices held by the marshal; and hi^ l^ai^ad^upU^, 
employed in the Louvre on th^, vei:y ^ght of tK4: 
mai^acre. All this I did not thmk it vneQe8S{iry..tQ.^ 
e;itplain to my readers, particularly as my limits, { 
were so confined ; and I have yet toJearn, that j^jir 
silence was any fraud on their credulity • But, add^^ 
ik^ reviewer, " the father survived the massapr^^. 
ofily eleven months, and the son, who was only*, 
eighteen years of age, passed a great part of thej ; 
ipterval^ in Rophelle, at a distance from hijQa> and. 
did not finish the miscellaneous composition called , 
the memoires de Tavannes, till fifty years after-* 
Wards/' At what period he finished the me- 
moirs, or whether he did not write them long before 
he made the last corrections, is of little consequence* 
If the reviewer means to assert that the viscount 
had few opportunities of consulting his father after 
the massacre, be it so: I shall not contradict him:. 

** Mem. de Tavatines, xxvi. Epit.' dedicate p. xxxi. 
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Wt if lie intend to i<is!ndAife'ih&t^h§ hadntr otipoi^ 
tutiity during the period of ifce' massacire, I shalt 
ahawer that such insinuation is opposed by the very" 
defclaration of the writer, iand by the several pas- 
sages, ill which he details his own proceedings on^ 
that night of bloodshed and horror.*^ 
' Council before tfie Massacre. The next paragrapb 
in the memoir describes briefly the council that was 
heM preparatory to the massacre. Had my limitsr 
allowed it, I should have premised that the king, 
otthisTJBturnfrott! the admiral, sent despatches to» 
every part of the kingdom, announcing the attempts 
on that hobleinan^s life, and promising prompt and^ 
ample jasrtide '6n th6 offenders ; that the next morn-» 
ing" wfttieSseS wefeexiainined before the privy c6un^>' 
cil 5 that VoiJordittg to report, the horse on which thi* 
assiassin^.^^^ped, ^tt^^ ^ furnished by a servant of the*' 
libu^'of Guise, but the arquebuse, which he leftr 
behind 'binfr, belonged to the guards of the duke <yf • 
Anj^n ; that the huguenots paraded in arms fcefdii^'' 
the hotel of Guifee ; that they threw out insinuatioBf^' 
agaihst the queen^motber and her favourite sonj^» 
that' Prle^ and Pardaillan did all but charge het* 
w^h the crime to her face; and that the whole 

pdrtyhdd resoIVed to demand in a body, justice 
of the king the next morning. ^^ Under these cir-* 

^ Je Siauvay Netifville, Bethunes, Baignac, et ayday fort k la Verdih. ' 
Mto.-tfi Tavannes, xxvii. 271. Le Roy de NaVarreet prince de' 
Cood^ craintifby apres avoir essay^ de parler ^ moi, qui ne leur osay^ * 
respondere. Ibid. 272. Je vis partie des papiers de Tadmiral chez 
mon pere, le roole de leurs hommes, lears levees de deniers. Ibid. 276^ 

^ M^moires de Pestat, i. 280. 283. Memoires de Marguerite de 
Valois, Reine de France et de Navarre, torn. 52. p. 173. 175. ISO. • 
181. Memoires de Tarannes, torn. 27. p. 265. 266. 269. 270. 
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Gimistaiioes^ agitatod wHh the oonscioumess of guiLtf 
atid fearful of its conaequencea, Catharine assembLed 
the secret oouncil of her adherents^ ia which the 
massacre was resolved, as the oBly means of prevent- 
iog vengeance, luad the renewal of the war, ^^ . 

Objections of the Reviewer. 1. But here the review^r^ 
charges me with some secret and dishonest design^ 
because, in mentioning the hour at which Charlen 
gave his consent, I desert my former guide the duk0. 
of Anjou, and follow the account of hi3 sister, tha 
queen Margaret.r— rit has, however, always been aoa-, 
sidered the duty of historians^ when the relations^ 
though they agree in substance^ disagree in minim 
circumstances, to prefer that which they think the 
most probable. It is true that Anjou says of the king, 
after he had given his consent, ^^ il nous laissa dfins 
son cabinet, ou nous avisames le reste du jour, I9 
soir, et une bonne .partie de la nuit." But I knew 
that royal authors sometimes express themselves^ 
loosely, and that this very passage ought not to be 
understood strictly according to the letter. For 
neither he himself, nor his mother remained allthat 
time in the cabinet. To avoid suspicion, abmit four 
in the afternoon, he drove with thfe chevalier d' An- 
goul^me through the streets of Paris,^^ and the 
queen-mother shewed herself publicly at the usual 

M Le peril present, la Reyoe en diverses craintes, la verifkiation 
du coup, que Ton doubtoit g^esckircir, la guerre ou Texeeution priBv 
sente pour I'empeecher luy toument dans la testis. Si elle se fudt pen 
parer de la source de I'arquebusade, malaisement eut elle acheve ce d 
quoy reirenement la contrainct; Taccident de la blessure au lieu de 
mort, les menaces forcent le CQnseil d la resolution de tuer tous les 
cbe&^ TavaaneB, 267. 

^ Mtoioires de Testat, i. 283. 
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hours in the court.«^ For tUs reaion I preferredi 
though with some hesitartion, the account of Mar- 
garet, who says expressly that it was about nine or 
ten at night that the matter was broken to the king 
by the marshal de Retz, and that at his persuasion 
Charles joined the council. However, I acknow- 
ledge that there is much diflBculty in reconciling 
the diflferent narrations as to the time, and will not 
dii^ute, if any one prefer the earlier hour. It is a 
question of no moment : that, for which I contend 
is, that the king did not assist at the council for the 
purpose of deliberating on the execution of a plot, 
which he had been preparing for the two preceding 

,^. At h^r *^ souper et concber.*' Memoires de Marguerite, 175» 
179. As this princess was but just married to the king of Navarre, 
whose youth alone prevented him from being the head of the party, 
she was kept iii ignorance of their design, tljough it had been com- 
municated to her sister, the duchess of Lorraine. This occasioned 
the following intere8tm| occurrence at the ^' ooucher" of the queens- 
mother* £stant au coucher de la reine ma mere, assise sur un coffr^ 
aupr^s de ma soeur de Lorraine, que je voyois fort triste, la reine ma 
mere parlant a quelques-uns, m'apperceust, et me dit que je m'en 
alasse coucher. Comme je faisois la reverence, ma soeur me prend 
par le bias, et m'arreste, et se prenant fort d pleurer, me dit : moo 
dieu, ma soeur, n'y allez pas, Ce qui m^efifraya Qxtr^mement« La 
Beine ma mere s*eu apperceust, et appellant ma soeur se courrou^a 
fort a elle, et luy defendit de me rien dire. Ma soeur luy dit, qu*il 
n*y avoit point d'apparence de m'envoyer sacrifier comme cela, et que 
sans doute s'ib decouvroient quelque chose, ils se vengeroient de moy. 
La Reine ma mere r^pond, que, s'il plaisoit a dieu, je n'anrois point 
de mal: mais quoy que ce fut, il falloit que j'allase, de peur de leur 
faire 80up9onner quelque chose. Je voyois bien qu'ils se contestoient^ 
et n'entendoient (n'ejntendois) pas leurs paroles. Elle me commanda 
encore rudement que je m*en alasse coucher. Ma soeur fondant eo 
larmcs me dit bon soir, sans m'oser dire autre chose ; et moy je m*eii 

allay toute transie et 6perdiie sans me pouvoir imaginer ce que j^avoi& 

a craindre. Memoires, p. 179. 180. 



years> but was^^ led toit, that he might be prevailed 
upon to conaent to a measure^ which was suddenly 
proposed to him^ and which in his own mind he dis*- 
approved. Of this we are assured by the duke of 
Anjou from his own knowledge, by Margaret froni 
the express declaration of Charles*^ t 

2. The reviewer maintains that *^ instead of passing 
two hours at an open balcony gazing at the stars Qa^ 
Dr. Lingard pretends) the queen and her sons had 
two hours sleep before break of day, when they 
went to the balcony to enjoy the <M)mmencement of 
the massacre/*^ Bland and balmy sleep no doubt 
to persons in the expectation of such enjoyment I 
But I have yet to learn that " apria avoir repos^ 
seulement deux heures/' necessarily implies actual 
sleep for that period ; and I am sure, that I never 
thought of placing the royal party for two hours at 
a balcony gazing at the stars. If any one have so 
niisunderstood me, the cause must be^ that seeking 
to be concise^ I have rendered my meaning 
obscure .^^ 

vTke Massacre. To explain to my readers the 
r^al origin of the plot, was the principal object of 
the memoir: and, having accomplished that, I 
passed rapidly over the particulars of the massacre. 
The cavils of the reviewer, as they contradict not 
the substance of my statement, can have but little 
claim to attention: but I must be allowed to notice 

«r M^moires, p. 173. Mfem. dc Villeroy, ii. 72. « Rev. 102. 

^ I should observe, that where I am made to say that the king went 
to the balcony with his mother and brothers, fhe s in the last word is 
an error of the press. The reviewer might have observed that I have 
no where so much as hinted that the duke of Alen90]i had any sliare 
in the transaction. 
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his ingenious insinuatioti, ihed: under an Sec J I 
Endeavoured to conceal what I dared not transcribe : 
whereas he was perfectly aware (hat the words 
omitted were such, that the text itself would tia- 
turally suggest their meaning to the reader : ^^ de 
prendre armes ny prisonniers sans son cong^/* If 
there were any thing mysterious in these words, 
why did he not quote them ? Or why did he tell h\^ 
readers to judge what was concealed under them 
from a passage which he did quote, but which wasr 
taken from a different place, and was part of the 
king's answer to a question put to him in parlia- 
ment by . Pibrac, the attorney -general ?*^ 

The Character qf Charles. He proceeds to detail 
along succession of anecdotes, for the purpose of 
displaying the sanguinary disposition attributed to 
Charles, The credulity of the reviewer in this in- 
stance is truly edifying: but he should have remetti-^ 
bered, that tales fiEibricated at a time, when men 
were maddened with rage and revenge, will be 
received with distrust by the sober judgment of the' 
reader k They may grace the pages of a review i 
hut «€in claim no place in legitimate history.'^ > I 

*> La Popelini^re, ii. 67, 

•* Tha reviewer has oinitfed one of these fabrications, which, were 
k a genuine .docusoent, would decide at once the controversy between 
us. A huguenot writer has preserved a letter, which he assures us^ 
was sent by the queen mother to Strozzi, who commanded 6000 men 
in the neighbourhood of Rochelle, in Aprils with a strict injunction 
not to open it till the 24th of August. (M^moires, de Testat, i. 320«) 
The following are the contents. ** Strossy. Je vous avertis <jue 
jourd'htiy 24. d'Aoust, TAmiral et tous les huguenots, qui estoyent 
icl avec luy, ont est6 tuez. 'Parlant avisez ctiligement a vous rendre 
maistre de la Rochelle : et faitez aux huguenots, qui vous' tomberont 
entre les maips le mesme^ que qous avoos fait k ceuj^-pi. Gaidez Vous 
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simll not notice tiiam iBr fwurimilar ; buidball opt 
pose to them a few undeniable testimonies^ whid^ 
will disclo^ the true state of the royal mind before^ 
during, and after the mawacre. 

1. In the memoir I mentioned, on the credit of 
the duke of Anjou, the visible reluctance \i^th 
which Charles had given his consent. The same h 
asserted from his own words by his sister^ queeit 
Margaret.^^ If we believe the protestant writer 
oftheM^moires de.l'estat, his indecision was to tih^ 
last the cause of alarm to the conspirators, and 
Catharine had recourse to all her arts, ^^ to MNTe^ 
his courage to ihe sticking place." ,AQ6Qmpaai0d 
by her femme de chambre^ she went to his apart-^ 
ment about midnight, and took him' with her tio tfa^ 
council; and afterwards ordensd the signftl tot l»e 
given before the appointed tiosie, itbrough fear^jkhmi^ 
he might revoke his consent.^ 

24 While Charles was standmg with bis- mother 
and brother at the balcony waiting for the sigB«li 
they heard the report of a pistol. The sound threw 
them into such agitation, that a messenger was inr 
stantly despatched in the king's name to the didie 



hita d'y faire fante, autant que crafgnez tie desj^iise zn Rc^, mon- 
sieur men fils, et a moy. Calharioe." This most impodent foi^geiy 
has not at present any apologists ; but I have mentioned it, that the 
reader ^oay juc^e what credit is due to the reports and &hricationB of 
the time. 

^ A ce que je luy ai depuis ouy dire d luy-mesme, il y eust beau* 
coup de peine a Vy faire consentir ; et sans ce qu'on luy fit entendre, 
qu'il y alloit de sa vie et de son estat, il ne I'eust jamais fait. M^" 
moires. Hi. 173* 

«s M£8K>ire& de resiat, i. 285. 286. Thudfi.iii.12S. 
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of Ouise with a' revocation of the former order. 
He arrived too late.^ 

3. We are told by Tavannes, who was present^ 
that Charles and his mother, during the massacre, 
remained trembling with terror in the Louvre.^* 

4. Sully assttres us that it was observed as early 
as the evening of the 24th, that the king was seised 
with an involuntary shuddering, as often as he 
helird any one boasting in his presence of the bloody 
feats, which had been performed in the tragedy,^ 

5. D'Aubigne, another protestant, and familiarly 
acquainted with Cbcifles^ asserts from his own 
knowledge, and the testimony ' of some of the first 
personages in Frftnce, that during the two years 
which he lived aftw the St. Bartholomew, the 
king's sleei^ was often interrupted by starts and 
groans^ and exclamations bordering on despair; 
that he frequently declared his abhorrence of the 
deed, that he gradually removed from his councils 
tihose who had advised it, and that he even sought 
to free himself from the presence of the queen- 
mother, by proposing to her a visit to the duke of 
Anjou, then king of Poland.^^ 

** Ne scaurois dire s'il offensa quelqu'un : bien sai-je que le son 
nous blessa tous trois si avant dans Tesprit, qu*il offensa nos sens et 
notre jugement, fepris de terreur et d'apprehension. M^oires de 
Villeroy, ii, 1^. 

^ Le sang et la mort courent les rues en telle horreur, que leurs 
majestez mesmes, qui en estoient les autcurs, ne se pouvoient garder 
de peur dans le Louvre. M^moires, xxvii. 271. 

^ D^s le soir du 24 Aoust, on swapper 9Ut qu*il fr^missoit malgr^ 
lui, au recit de mille trsiits de cruaut6, d*ont chacun venoit se faire 
honneuT en sa presence. M^moires de Sully, i. 70. edit. 1 752. 

^^ Depuis la St. Barthelemy ce prince n^avoit repos qu' ientrerompu 
de tressaux et de gemissemens, qui se terminoient en reniemens ten- 
dans au desespoir . • • • • comme il detestoit fort souvent le massacre. 
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If tfefe <e^d|r'gi^ dAdft ^i^ tliesd festimonie^/ 
and they are of the highest order which the subject 
admits, he will be at no loss to form his opinion of 
the opprobrious tales so ostentatiously put forward^ 
in the review, or of the critical impartiality of him, 
by whose industry they were collected. 

The subsequent Massacres. The barbarities ex- 
ercised at Paris were followed as a precedent in 
several other places. " The «ufferersi" I sai^ 
" believed that, as they were not protected^ fh^ 
were persecuted by the command of the court. 
But the memory t)f Charles needs not to be loaded 
With additional infamy. There is no evidence that 
the oth^r ma^acres had hia' sacip.{i|>ti or peirlaission, 
and, when we consider that they happened at very- 
different periods, and were confined to places in 
which the blood of the catholics had been wantonly 
spilt during the preceding inWrt-ectibns, we shall 
attribute them rather to sudden ebullitions of popu- 
lar vengeance than to any previously concerted and 
general plan." 

- To this observation the reviewer of course ob- 
jects. He maintains that the succeeding enormitieah 
in the provinces grew out of the orders transmitted 
from the king, and in support of his opinion pro* 
duces th6 evidence of several writers. To them I 
may be allowed to oppose the following documents 

and remarks. 

» 

Public Orders. 1. Despatches dated the 24th of 
August were sent to all the superior authorities in 
the kingdom. In these the king attributes the 

i) avoit desja esloign^ des affaires ceux qui luy avoient donne ce 
mauvais conseil, voire mesme jusqu' i vouloir envoyer la Reyne mere. 
D'Aubigne;n.l29. 
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recent massacre at ParU'^ib^ilib.^onciVfli 'quarrel be- 
tween the house of Guise and the admiral, orders 
proclamation to be every where made that the 
articles of the late pacification should be strictly 
observed, and that uo man should on any pretence 
take up arms or offer violence to others, and in- 
structs his officers to put down every tumult, and 
to provide for the security of his towns and castles. 
These despatches were accompanied with a form 
of proclamation prohibiting unlawful arms, and 
all assemblies or proceedings in violation of the 
late articles of peace.'* 

Within three days, on August 27th, we meet with 
other despatches of a similar tendency, with orders 
to punish severely all persons, who should attempt 
to raise tumults similar to that which had taken 
place in Paris.'^ 

On the 28th the king publishes a declaration 
that, to preserve his own life, he has been obliged 
to take summary justice on the admiral, and the 
admiral'H adherents. In the same instrument he 
gives to all his subjects of the reformed religion the 
assurance of his protection, and forbids any injury to 
be offered to them under pain of death, but at the 
same time, to prevent suspicion and bloodshed, pro- 
hibits them from assembling for the purpose of 
divine worship, till he have provided for the tran- 
quillity of the kingdom.*" 
With this instrument were despatched, on the 30th, 
> two other letters. One ordered the declaration to 

■ be published with the usual formalities, required 

■ the magistrates to forbid all assemblies of reli- 

L 



^ Mem. d« I'estal, i. aa6— 300- 
V Ibid. 3VJ. w Ibid. 3-22. 
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gionists for worship,, or any othei* purpose^ ''afln 
d'dter toute doute et suspieion que pour ce Too 
pourroit concevoir f and authorized them to punisb 
the disobedient as rebels and enemies of the thrones 
the other instructed the governoni to issue letters of 
protection to protestant families, which should be b» 
valid as If they had been signed by the king himself^ 
to execute prompt and exemplary justice on all oar 
tholics who should presume to injure any protestan<^ 
and to dissuade by every argument in their power 
the protestants from continuing their religious as^ 
semblies, because ^^ il est tout certain, que cela est 
cause d'empirer et augmenter les dits emotions.^^" 

Verbal Orders — Such were the public orders wwl 
proclamations issued by the king; which appear 
to acquit him of all participation in the subseqi^Q^^ 
massacres. The reviewer^ however, in supppri 
of bis opinion, appeals to secret and verbal.^^rr 
ddrs of a contrary tendency, supposed to have peei^ 
iteued at the same time* That verbal ordecsi 
were issued, and (hat they were unfavourable to thi^ 
bug^uenot party, is true : but this circumstance is nof^ 
stiffibieiQt to support the view which my oppOQe^j^ 
kas taken of the subject. 1. For it should be q]^ 
-served that the public orders were general : they ex- 
teluded to thfe whole kingdom : the verbal order» 
were addressed only to particular persons. ^This » 
plain from the following instance : — The baron d^^ 
Gordes, governor of Dauphin^, having received a 
written order revoking all verbal orders, returned 
for answer on the 5th of September, that he had not 
received any verbal order at all. The king replieti 

♦^ M4m. de I'estat, u 354. 372. 



S6 

on the 14th that it was a matter of no consequence, 
as the vef bal orders had been addressed only to cer- 
tain persons. Dont ne vous mettrez en aucune 
peine : car elles s'adressoient seulement a quelques 
uns, qui s'estoyent trouvez pres de moy.** 

2. What was the purport of these verbal orders ? 
By them, as far as I can learn, the king's officers, in 
thbse plabes whe^re the huguenots were numerous, re- 
ceived instructions to make themselves the stronger 
party, ^^ de faire ensorte qu'ils demeurassent les plus 
foHs," and to adopt the most prompt and vigorous 
m'^asutes for the prevention of any insurrection, in 
consequence bf the late proceedings in Paris. Tbua 
w6 read hi the memoirs of Jean Philippi, that on 
Saturday the 30th, the courief arrived at Montpel- 
lierj the trbopd were immediately put under arms, 
setititiels \Vere placed at the doors of the.protestant 
inhabitiints, and the most factious were put in conr 
finement. ThUs matters remained till the 8th of 
September, when the royal declaration of the 28tb 
was published.^^ We find the same precautions takeii 
at Macon, Orleans, Bourges, Lyons, and other 
placesjb I am, however^ aware that many writer«f 
liave givQil to these orders a more sanguinary 
character. But there is reason to believe, as the 
reader ^ ill shortly secy that the;^ wrote not frtfm 

^ Mhio. de Feitat; i. 405. 

^ Le S^ntedi p{«Mt pa¥ M^kitp^ier ufi cotiHKfr dtf ray aportant h 
flouVelle 4e la S. Barthtk^i : oh prit d'abord les armes^ et on mit 
gai^ aitx p6)rt68 de ceiiidde ks religion^ et on emprisonna les plus 
iRictiewf . . . .Le 8 l^ptembre on pMa^ nne ordofntemce du Rot du 28 
Aoiit, qti Vo^ilf qiie ^ stij^tt protestdAs V^ussent eh sur^t^, et 
d^endoit les pr^hes ^t ass^ni%fl^. file add^ that en Ldngu<id6(; i! 
n'y eut pay le moindre excfe par Ifti I>^itiie'c6ndifiti6 dfe Joyeusfe. Mfe- 
raoires, »lvi. 406. 407. 

c -2 
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actual knowledga/lbut' c6njecttired th^^ oause froiff 
the event: and even the mote ancient and best m* 
formed among them are (careful to confine their bb^ 
sertions to certain paHicuIar placei, and to the 
execution of certain ^obnoxious individuals.^ 

3. How long did these orders remain in foroe-T 
That they were revoked we know frbiBEi the reVidwer 
himself, who refefs to two manusortpt copies of tbi^ 
revocation. J'ai revoqad et revoqtie toat dela, ae 
vodlant que par vous ni autre en soit auisune ehoee 
execut^e. It is of some importance to ascertain the 
date of this revocation, which the reviewer has by 
ilrome oversight omitted, and which I i^all thetefote 
supply from the printed copy.** It was dated the 
30th of August, and accompanied a cSrcuIar order 
fpr the discharge of all persons, with li few exM{l- 
iions, who had been confined in cnohsequence of tbe 
veirbal orders. I said that the date waidf inipc^t^ 
aiice, because— 1% the mas£»ores which after wardci 
i;ook place, must be attributed to '■ some other cause •; 
hnA Sf^, because that cause, the exciteknenit and ira^o 
of the people, was as likely to lead to such atrocities 
before as id^ter the revocation. If it required m> order 
of the sovereign in one case^ neither did it in the other. 

^ ^ Thus we are told in the M&itiokes de l^esta^ that tbe didders 
were sent to the governors of the towns known to contain reAsider^ 
able numbers of religionists : Le conseil secret avott det^ch^ lettres 
aux gouvemevirsdesyilles remarquies (ouil y avoit nombre de gensde 
la religion,) pour saccager ceux d^ -la religion : (i. 327») and b;y& 
Tavannes thlt the orders were to put only the fadious and 'their 
leaders to death, but that the passions of the people could not.be re- 
strained » Plusieurs villes du Royaume tuentnon seulement ks chefs et 
£&ctieux, OMnme il leur avoit ki^ command^; ains se gouveiaient eii 
cette efFren^e licence Parisienne. xxvii. 274 • 
^ M^moires de J'estat, 355* 322. 
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4. To judge of general assertions we ought to 
descend to particulars. Now, with respect to the 
governors of provinces, I cannot find that any 
outrage of consequence was perpetrated by their 
command, or with their connivance in any part of 
France.** It is for my opponents, who suppose 
that they received orders to put to death the 
protestants within their respective jurisdictions, 
to account for their apathy and disobedience. I 
know that many have been highly praised on this 
very account ; but I do not believe that they 
were entitled to such pi-aise. Among the number 
is reckoned the baron de Gordes, whom I have 
already mentioned ; we have even his supposed 
answer, that he would not obey : he could not believe 
that such inhuman orders emanated from the king- 
Yet the whole is a fiction. From the letterof Charles, 
published in the Memoires de I'estat, it is plain that 
Gordea had never received any order of that descrip- 
tion, whether written or verbal, and, consequently, 
bad not the opportunity of deserving the praise of 
disobedience,*' Were sufficient means of inquiry 

'"'W'ln Picardy and BrebKjne the huguenots were not moleBted: 
llie ' governors of the hie of France, of Cljampagnc, Bui^uody, 
Auvergne, Languedoc, Guieniie, Dauphins, and Provence are praised 
for the protection which they afforded them : and those of Beery, 
Poitou, and Itrie, are mentioned without any censure, whence 
the same may be presumed of them. The only other governor 
whose name I have seen noticed, isTanneouy le Veneur, who opposed 
to the best of his power, but in vai[i, the disturbances in Normandy. 
De Series, iii. 190, Mem. de i'estal, i, 360, 374, 406, 407, Thuan. 
iii. 141. 4. 5. 6. 

« Gordes is praised for liij disobedience by d'Aubign^, De Thou, 
and the author of the Memoires de I'eslat, i. 360. who adds that he 
excused himself repeatedly, 406, Yet the liii^'s letter in p. 404, 
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afforded, it is not improbable that the other go- 
vernors wQuld be found equally unoonseious iM^itb 
de Gordes of that merit, which has drawn fram^ 
historians such high ^noomiums on their conduoi.. 

5. From the governors of provinces we may pro-^ 
ceed to the governors of towns : for it is to tkem 
chiefly, if not solely, that the sanguinary orders, nmpi . 
nosing any to have been issued, must hav^ beiEni: 
addressed. Now, out of all the towns in EWn^ee 
there are only seven, Meaux, la Charity, Oiw 
leans, Saumur, Angers, Lyons, and Troy^s,^ iu 
which massacres took pla^e before the nvoo^ 
tion of the verbal orders, and the prodamatioa 
of the public order of the S8th of August i bmA 
yet in these seven it must be confessed to hei exh' 
tremely doubtfol whether the outrages were kk 
reality provoked by any ordws from the king; In 
one instance this has been inferred, merely becaiisf- 
the troubles began the day after the arrival of « 
courier: in the cases of Orleans and Troy es, bo 
orders are pretended ; and in the otb^r four the as*-' 
sertion is indeed made, but un4supported by satis^ 
factory authority. In most, if not in all, the true 

shews that Gordes had received no other ordeis than those of the 
twenty-fourth, according to which he had secuced aU the placei^ in his 
government of Pauphine. The same may perhaps be interred of the 
count de Tende, from the same letter. The story of the orders brought 
to him and his successor, by la Mole, is in the M^oires de Testat^ 
406, and in Castehiau (ii* 15.) taken from the collection of Peiresc. 
It is liable to so many objections from dates and contradictions that it 
deserves no credit 

^ The king's proclamation arrived at Troyes on the 3d of Septemr 
her ; but I have included that town in the number, because it was not 
published till the 5th, and the murders took place in the interval. 
Mem. de Pcstat, i. 337—342. 
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origin 'was probably ttiai^ which i» assigned by De 
Thou as the cause of the massacre at Orleans, the 
excited state of the public mind, and the recolleotioii 
of past injuries, which was hourly renewed by the 
«ight of the churches formerly laid in ruins through 
the seal or resentment of the huguenots, Summa 
Ai^reliani intemparies fuit, quod, semel atque iterum 
a ^rot^taatib«s opoapatum, fcedis eveorsorum iem-' 
l^lqiiwa ruinis in oculoa irruentibua anifboa plebis in 
(ultionem, recentibus adhue odiis, aecendebat.^ 

6. The perpetration, ho we ver^ of these oatragea 
induced the king to complain on the 14tb of Sept« 
that though he bad published bis deelaaration of the 
^th of A$^. and signified his wiU that it should, 
be strictly obeyed, yet to hm great displeasure 
•similar atroQitiescontinuerta be corojuitted^ wherew 
fore be r^pe^ts biA former prohibition, orders the 
transgressors, to be punished with a severity which 
may pcovca lossoi» to others,, and declares his reso^i 
lution mI calling to account all those wha shall 
dissemble, or connive alt such excesses^^ 

In another letter to the duke of Guise of Uie IStJiy 
h»i assarts that he will compel obedience ; that hia 
orders shall not be disobeyed with impunity^ and as- 
4ittres his cousin, that the moat agreeable news which 
he can send him, will be the punishment of some of 
those who transgress his.commands.^^ 

-«> Thmn. iii.141. 

^ Estant bien mon intention de les chastier comme 3 appartient, et de 
3n*^n prendre k ceur qui Toudront user de <:onniTence et dissimulatiofi. 
M^m. de Testat, i. 405. 

^ Vous asseurauty moo. cousin, que la plus agreeable nouvelle que 
je puisse apprendre de vous, ce sera d'ouyr dire, que yous avez faict 
<)uelque bon cbastiment de ceux.4e quTj'auray est6 desobey. Ibid, 
41C. 
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?. But it was in vain that he multiplied h» detf*' 
patches and complaints. He was unable to govern 
the vast machine which he had set in motion. The 
fury of the people was not to be restrained by the 
authority of the sovereign. In defiance of the royal 
prohibitions, similar disturbances continued to bre^ 
out in different places : in the month of September 
murders were committed at Bourses, Rouen, Ro^ 
mans, and Toulouse; and it was not before the 
middle of October, after the massacre at BourdeauZy 
that the popular fury was spent^ and tranquiUit j 
generally restored. Of all these excesses^ the rt^- 
sponsibility must in some measure rest with the king, 
inasmuch as, had he not consented to the ParisiuK 
massacre, they would never have happened-: but 
few, I trust, who have weighed the precodijog ra* 
marks, will believe that they were perpetrated by 
his order, or with his approbation. In effect, the 
different times at which they took place, including, 
the lapse of six weeks, shew that they proceeded not 
from any previously concerted plan ; and the fact, 
that they were confined to certain towns, in whiob 
similar atrocities had been exercised by the hugue« 
nots on the catholic inhabitants, points out their 
real origin, in the hatred and resentment of th^ 
people. 

Number of the slain. With regard to the num- 
ber of the slain, little reliance can be placed on, the 
conflicting conjectures of historians. We all know 
that the mind in a state of excitement, is prone to 
exaggeration ; that in such cases tens are speedily 
multiplied into hundreds, and hundreds into thou- 
sands. But with this I have little concern. I took 
Caveyrac for my guide, and to Caveyrac I referred 
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the reader as my sole aathdrity/^/ It se^ms, how^ 
ever, that in treating the 8ubj^t> the reviewer him- 
self is infected with the^pirit of amplification. He 
cannot quote my words ^^ that the protestant mar- 
tyrologist procured lists of the names/' without 
representing me as saying that the marty rologist 
^^used uncommon industry^ and took extraordinary 
pains^ to procure such lists. -'^^ But though I said it 
not, I have no doubt that extraordinary pains were 
taken. Not only are the names of the victimis 
mentioned in the enumeration of the slain, but the 
occupations which they followed, the streets in 
which they liv^d, the very signs which hung over 
tbeir doors, are frequently added. Could this have 
been done unl^s more than common industry had 
been employed? 

\ (inference of CcUharine with the Earl of Wor* 
e^ter. -When the edrl of Worcester who had come 
fis ambai^isador extraordinary, to the king of France! 
had his audience of leave of the queen-mother, she 
adk^d him the reason why the queen of England be- 
hiftved with so much coolness towards her son and 
her. The earl, having first been prompted by Wal- 
sihgham, the resident ambassador, in English, as- 
signed the massacre as the principal cause. - *^ My 
"lady mother,** says Charles, in a letter, detailing the 
conversation to La Motte Fenelon, his ambassador 
Ih England, '^ replied, that in regard to what had 
"occurred in these latter days, Walsingham must 
*' have seen how it happiened by the fault of the 
** chiefs of those, who remained here. For, when 
** the late admiral was treacherously wounded at 

« Hist. viii. *3 Keview. 
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« |¥0t» D^m^i h4 ^ei^ tfte itfBfction it- ttirew Hi 
into (fe(»rful it m^bt Imve oooeeiosied gt-eat 
troublesi m tbit kingdom,) and the diligence ite 
U9ed tp verify judiciftUy whence it prcKjeeded : and 
the verification wius nearly finished/ when ti^ 
were w forgetful as to raise a . conspiracy to a|t* 
♦^ tempt the lives of myseUV nay lady mother^ aiid „ 
^^ lay br(rfbers> and endanger the whole state ; whico ^ 
^^ was the cause that to avoid this I was compelted^'^ 
^' to my great regret, to permit what had happeased^' 
'^ in this city ; but, as he had witnessed^ I gistve 
^^ orders to stop, as soon as possible, this fury of tfaf<^f 
" people, and to place every one iii repose, kjfu^ 
" this the sieur Walsingham replied to my Iddy m^^ 
** mother, that the exercise of the Said relig^lon J^ikdi'^ 
"been interdicted in this kingdom. To which 'slfci^^ 
" also answered, that this had nbt beeh'done but'for ^ 
" a good and holy purpose : namefy, that the fai^y^! 
" of the catholic people might the sopner be allay ediV! 
" who else had been reminded of the past calainifiesii 
"and would again have been let loo^e against thf>»9. 
"of the said religion^ had they continued tiM 
"preachings^ (public assemblies of worship) iii thi|i|* 
" kimgdomx Giving him clearly and pointedly to 
" underst9,nd9 that what t» done here> is- much>tiie 
" ^ame ^ wh^tti ha^ih been done^ and is now practised^ 
" by the queen, his mistress, in her kingdom. Foi^ ' 
^^ she permits but the exercise of one religion, though 
^^ there are many of ker people who are of another : 
" and has also during her reign punished those of 
" her subjects whom she found seditious and rebel- 
^^ lious. It is true that this has been done by the 
" laws ; but I indeed could not act in that manner. 
" For, finding myself in such imminent peril, and 



ii 



^^ the conspiracy against okq^ and mine and m^ 

^' kingdom ready to be executed^ I had no time to 

arraign and try in open justice, as nanch I wished^ 

but was constrained, to my vety^p^p^i regret, to 

<< strike the blow in what Ji||9 been done in this 
«city."^\ 

I do not traij^iibe jUiis passage for the purpose of 
inferrii^jGr;^^ it that the admiral had really con- 
sp^jri^ jlgfiinst the king, (though Charles had been 
iwighi t9 belie^ye it,) but tg point out tp the xi^er 
three thipe's^ corroborative of my preoe^lng state- 
mental, ipr t|h^ trutl^Qf which Cathapne appeal)^ to 
the persqn^K^ ki]io\^l^dge qf Wajlp^ljii^ : that a real 
ii^(}uiry^ ha(dt ]^eep,^t of\. fopt to discover the origm 
of the at^^empt QQ the Ado^ra^s life, th^t the subse- 
qu^n^^^t)|^sjtc^e \^a9 i^^voked by the intemperate 
confl^pi pj[^is a^^^ that the king, as soon 

as pqssil^e, gijive orders to stop the fury of the popu- 
lace. Walsin^hai;u, from his residence in Paris, and 
his relations wit|i the chiefs pf the huguenots, must 
have known the truth. Can we then believe tht^t 
Catharine would have had the face to appeal to him, 
or that he, when thus called upoQ, would have 
silently acquiesced, had her statements been untrue ? 

^ See P'lsr^cli'g second series of the Curiosities of Literature, 
(ii» (.^9, 4104 vifhp h^ translated the grater part o{ th^ origin^} 
despatch. 
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CHAPTER 11. 



Wurder of Ligneroles — League at Bayonne — jTfifif'- 
statement of the Revieacer — Massacre at Vassp — '■ 
Memorial of Tavannm— Charles and Alessandrino 
— Intercepted Letters — Inconsistency of the Court 
— Olijection drawn from the attempt on the Ad- 
miraPs life solved hy the Reviewer—Remarks Hn 

[ that Solution — Misstatement — Testimony of Chtr- 
teauhriand. ■ "jn'. 

^'■' ... -..-.-.jA • 

I KLATTEH myself that in the preceding chpinerT 
have proved to the satisfaction of the reader, 1. that 
the charges against me of ignorance, and bad faith, 
and misrepresentation, have been rashly and grount]- 
lessly advanced ; 2. that the hypothesis of a precon- 
certed plot is unsupported by, satisfactory authority, 
and liable, on the score of improbability, to the moat 
formidable objections; 3. and that the massacres in 
the provinces were conflned to a few places, and 
originated principally, if not entirely, in the vin- 
dictive passions of the people. Here the contro- 
versy between the reviewer and myself ought to 
close. But it has pleased him to prolong it, and I see 
no reason why I should shrink from the contest. 

Murder of Ligneroles. Having, therefore, reached 
the end of the memoir, he abandons the St. Bar- 



tholomew for a while, under the pretence of dis- 
covering and exposing my numerous miarepresenta- 
tions in other parts of French history. With this 
view he falls back from the year 1672 to 1571, 
and charges me with insinuating that the assas- 
sination of Ligneroles was the work of the 
French protestants. Whether my words furnish 
any foundation for the charge, I will not deter- 
mine : but that I meant not to convey any such 
insinuation,. I shnll afSrm. My object was sim- 
ply to state the fact of the murder, and, at the 
same time, avoid the question, who were its authors. 
The latter is still a subject of controversy among 
the French critics : to the writer and reader of 
English history it was a matter of no interest or 
importance.' 

League of Bayomie. Pursuing his retrograde 
course, the reviewer comes next to the year 1606, 
and takes his stand at the conferences at Bayonne, 
In that city the king, with the queen-mother, met 
his sister Isabella of Spain, accompanied by the 
duke of Alva. The huguenots (genus hominum 
suspicax, says de Thou,") would not believe thatthiii 
was a mere family meeting : such personages, they 
argued, must have in view some more important 1 
object than to see one another ; and that objeot J 
could be nothing less than the destruction of the I 
reformed faith. A private gallery connected the , 



^ It took place in tlie year 1571, when the court was at BourgueS. J 
De Thou says that many of those, who were there, uveii proteslaHts as 
well as catliolics, as he afterwards learned from theraselveB, were per- 
suaded that the king at that time had- never thought of the massacre, 
which followed in the next year. Thuan. iii. tifi. 

* Thuan. ii. 4!i5. 
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ap&rtments (of the tyro qaeedii, and hire, it irajl 
said^ politicJBil sabjects were discussed after the. 
amusements . of the dayt The. meeting at length 
blrok^ up, . sitid immedhitely a report was eirculatekl 
that a ledgue bad been concluded between the twot 
erowils for the ektermination of the French ana 
Flemish protestants. Of thi^ supj^os^d league, hot^4 
ever^ the huguenot leader^ produced no other {»rooS 
theoi their own suspii^ictos : suspicions to which thfey 
themselves gav^ but little tftedit, if \tre may judi^er 
from the facility with Which, on mord than aii^ 
ooealsion, they trusted thdmselve^ to the mei'cy of 
the court^^ Seten years later foIl6Wed the StlBkf^ 
tholomew: the survivors immediately exol^meS 
that their former suspicions had now been v^rifie^ ^ 
and this opinion was adopted by thlEtt clalss of write^ 
who attribute nothing to the sudden impulse of 
pauion^ or the Unforeseen necessity of circutiii'f 
stances, but consider every eveht as the reibult of 
politioal tegacity and preparatory' arrangem^nii 

•* D#. Lmgard boastSy'^ sayis the reviewer, th^l 
^jof this league iio satisfactory evidence has ever 
be«i pi'bdueed/ If he me&n that the articles qI 
the treaty have never been published, he is in the 
fight*. They were probably never reduced tcii 
HrrkiDg. But, if the .concurrent opinions of the 
very best writem of the age, catholic iki well as ^iro^ 
t^stant, be admitted as an evidence of an historical 
fact, there can be no doubt that plans were dis- 
cussed and measures prelected at Baydnhi, for the 
destruction of heresy in France."* 

3 Particdlairly at Mcmlins, m 1566. Se6 afeo the renmrks of M6fiV^ 
luc in the Memoires de i*efttat, ii. 63. 
* Rev. 119. , • 
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Of the boftrtmg fter^ ikttribjlited toitiie, th« iHBfO^^ 
will find no trace in my page«% I dimply made the 
assertion : and of its truth I Mrish for no better proof 
than is here fuirnished by my adversa;ry. He begins^ 
indeed^ by talking of a treaty and the. articles of n 
treaty } but, as he proceeds, he is careful to lower 
tiis, pretensions, and concludes With a promise to 
she,w that ^^ plans were discuss^ and measures 
projected at Bayonne.'^— But ^^ plans discussed and 
measures projected'' are not a treaty » Granting 
that he has proved so much, still he will not hav# 
proved the point in question, dtill he will have prO" 
duced no satisfactpry evidence of the supposed 
league at Bay^pinec.- Jt will, therefore^ be unnec^s<^ 
sary for m^ to make ^y observations on the passageil 
which be ha3fquot|ed, liable as they are to numeroui 
pbjections* Fe^ my purpose it is sufficient that by 
his own confesmon, ,t;bey do no more than shew that 
the dangers which threatened Charles from the in-^ 
surrections of the l^uguenots, and thos^ which threa4!i> 
ened i?hilip frpm the designs of th& Gueux, formed 
tne fteqnent subject of deliberation between the 
parties. In such circumstances thi^ was natural. 
But the mutual communication of adviee^ and the 
persuasion that in such cases it wasforthi^ interest 
of each crown to support the other, cannot in any 
£ehse of the words be said to coiL«ititute a league or 
treaty.* 

* But how did the secret of these cbtiftreBCes trftttflpti'^ > Accofdiag 
to some by the agency of a little dog, who stole a letter out of the 
cabmet of the duchess of Guise. But this, though a very interesting 
story, the reviewer has suppressed. He prefers the story of the young 
prince of Bearn> who heard the duke of Aba is^ thst he preferred the 
jole of a' salmon to a hundred frogs. The prince was tweW^ yeftts old. 
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, jboidmce, of B/ttfip efiSpain. Dbuitiflfied with tK« 
dubioofl testiBaoiijrof historians, I made it my endtw^ 
vour to. seek out more authentic, evidence^ In the 
oorrespondence of . Walsinghara, I found a denialoa 
the part of Catharine, that any political businesslMid 
been trtosaqted at Bayonne : but this l did.^Bii| 
mention, because she was interested in t|ie deMrik 
In Strata I discovered the abstract of a letter -irotd 
Philip of Spain to the archduchess Margaret,^ wfa» 
governed the Low Countries, in which the fe^lnle 
professed to give to the latter an account -of t^4 
conferenqes at Bayonne. He says, ^' that the -SpiUiisH 
queen, having entreated her brother and mMl|Cft>4ld 
apply some remedy to the dangerous state ^df):iteiii 
gion in France, found them extremely ^weU^dispodcU 
towards the counsels which were discussed ;'e(nd4Bl4 
several marriages, and an aHiance against. t he 'Thf^ka 
were proposed, but nothing was settled, t\t6 q^eeii 
decliniiig every other subject but that df^reiigipD^ 
which at the suggestion of Alva, she again ree^iftt 
mended to her brother and mother, and the mee(^]^ 
broke up."^ If we consider to whom and by whom 
this letter was written, we must admit it as aut^ien^ 
tic evidence, and in that case it is most evident t&afc 
no political treaty whatever was concladedi "^ .^Alk^d 
Misstatement of the Reviewer. In a shgrt^notp 
at the foot -of the pagCj'^I had briefly mentioneditim 
letter, in proof of my assertion : and the reviewer 
snatches the opportunity to charge me with the 
guilt of suppressing some of these particulars: as 

and a sagacious boy for his age; otherwise he would never have di- 
vined the secret meaning of the duke, but have supposed that he 
was talkmg of the dishes on the table. — See Rev. 120. 
« Strada, 109. 
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if it were the duty of tfac^ bistQriatrvttJ ccmvert his 
notes into dissertations^ and to fill his pages with 
every trifling oir^nostance, which a captious oppo^ 
neat may think favourable to his own hypotheses. 
JN^or is this alL If we may believe him^ I havesup# 
pressed the iinpo^tant information that ^^thjei histo- 
rian who proqured. this correspondence, was inclined 
tor. believe that the massacre of St. Bartholomew 
vras cono^c^d. at. this meeting." Now I must beg 
of tb<^ reader t^ m^tice the very ingenious process 
by whidiv this imaginary ^uppre^ion is pi^ved; 
^f The hintGaria^/^ .Sfiys he, ^^ adds that many have 
tboiigktaitke jmassaoie 43f the heretics at Paris, 
executed^SKFenroyf^rs afterwards, was planned at 
this interview^ i- id quod mihi neque abnuere neque 
affirmare pi^^ptom fuerit, potius inclinat animus u« 
eted^m.^Vi SThisiiiat fii3st view, has a plausible appears 
ance: but ai^efaigeiica to the original will.insttmtly 
expose/tbe^ffand. ai?The words are — Id, qqod mihi 
neqiiie abnuere neque affirmare prompttim fueriti 
PotiuS' in0ltiiat auimuB ut credam, et mutua Gallon 
runiF in Belgium, atque hjnc in Galliam adversusi 
religionis principumque rebelles auxilia, qu^e i^aepiiKr 
deiuQG^submissa vidimus, et Caroli regis cumEliaa^ 
betha Muximiliani imperatoris filia matrimonium, 
quinto post. anno celebratum, ab eo coUoquio pro- 
venisse.^ Now, if this passage be compared with the 

r Review, 118. 

B Strada, de Bello Belgico, lib. iv. p. 109. Romse 1640. TMs is 
the best edition. Iknow not whether it be the edition quoted by the 
reviewer, but the number of the page is the same. I have consulted 
several other editions, which agree both in woi^ and punctuation.. 
The same may be said of the old English and French translations. 

D 
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quotation by the reviewer, it will be found that, to 
effect his purpose, he has taken the last of the two 
sentences, and diyided it into unequal portions. Of 
these, the first and shorter he adds to the sentence 
preceding, as one of its component parts : of the. 
second, which after the division retains no meaniilfij^ 
he does not make mention : he conceals the nnf 
tilated remains from the eye of the reader, thoogii 
he has carefully surveyed them himself, and disco- 
vered that they include a hint of mutual assistance;. 
The contrivance is ingenious : Strada is made to say 
the very reverse of that which he really said : he is 
made to say that he inclines to adopt the opinion of 
those, who believe that the Parisian massacre w$k 
concerted at Bayonne; whereas, he really says that^ 
instead of adopting that opinion, he is inclined to 
believe that two other things, viz. the occasional 
supply of aid from one crown to the other, and the 
marriage of Charles to the daughter of the emperor^ 
were the real effects of the conference. To charao* 
terize this most singular perversion of testimony, I 
shall not borrow any of those offensive terms which 
are of such frequent use, in the reviewer's voca- 
bulary. I will not call it carelessness or ignorance; 
bad faith or misrepresentation, indifference to his- 
torical accuracy, or an attempt to deceive the reader. 
Perhaps it was no more than an oversight, occasioned 
by precipitancy, by that eagerness for victory, which 
so often blinds and misleads the judgment. Biit, 
be it what it may, the detection will teach him this 
useful lesson, that it becomes the man, who has to 
cirave forbearatflce for his own delinquencies^ to view 
with a more indulgent eye the failings, whether 
they be real or only imaginary, of others. 
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AfffWfM Vassjfi Colitintiihg f o move bit6k^drds> 
the reviewer coined to^ tfife -aaiigctmdry tumult it 
Vassy, fh the year 1562. I casually nentiotied it, 
Hot in the body of the work, but in a short nott9^, 
and to that note he opposes three objections. 1. lie 
upbraids me with calling it oiily ari affray r but fheti 
at the sa:me tittie he suppresses thdff I 6all it al^ a 
iiassaere. 2. H6 will not dllo\v that ft wds prbvdked 
by the religioii&ts themselves. — The authorities ate 
indeed contradi6tory : but the reviewer acki^owledges 
that, on the part of the duke of Guise, the affair was 
arccidental, and I demand no moref. 3. I said« that 
the Calvinisfts at Nismes began to arm on the 19tfr 
of F6b. at the soiiind of the drum, and defeated de 
Flassans on March 6th. The reviewer, frbni 
Menard's hist6ry of Nismes, contends that, " if these 
^bops w^re raised by beat of drum, at Nismes, 
before the affair of Vassy, it was under ft com- 
ittission from the king; and, if an action was 
fought at Bargols, it. was by order of his lieutenant 
general." There cannot, however, be t doubt thAt 
this was an arming of the huguenots. Crussol, 
the lieutenant, was known to be their friend, Cardet, 
to whom he gave the commissioh, hiad distinguished 
himself in their service, arid the men, whorii he 
raised, were all of them huguenots, for tlie express 
purpose of fighting against the catholics. Crussol, 
having collected his force, marched to reduce Flas^ 
sans, the first consul of Aix. I shall not trouble the 
reader with the merits of the quarrel between them. 
Gf the two contemporary historians, the catholic 
Perussis is positive that Flassans was in the right, 
the protestant Regnault that he was in the wrong., 
He retired before the superior number of the enemy: 

n 2 
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his last defence, the wall of Barjols^ was scaled ; 
and three or nine hundred men (for the authorities 
differ,) perished by the swords of the conqueror^. 
When Crussol began this enterprise, he could boast 
of the royal commission ; for Catharine was at that 
time united with the huguenot leaders : when he bad 
gained the victory, he was deprived of his office, fcir 
she had then passed over to the catholics. But tii^ 
former rewarded his services : they appointed bim^ 
in opposition to the court, governor of Languedoc? 
— The truth is, outrages were daily committed 
by both parties; and, if the Prince of Cond^ 
selected the massacre at Vassy as a justifica- 
tion of hostilities, it was because it enabled him to 
throw the blame on his rival the duke of Giiisi^, 
who was accidentally implicated in that affair. 

Proof of preconcerted plot by the reviewer. iTie 
reviewer concludes thus : '* W^ are tired, and so 
probably are our readers, with tracing Dr. Lingard 
through his numerous mistakes and misrepresenta- 
tions ; and, if the instances of carelessness and bad 
faith, which we have collected from so small a por- 
tion of his book, are insufficient to convince them that 
truth is neglected in his history, and that prejudice 
and partiality usurp its place, we despair of produc- 
ing conviction." ^*^ On the arrogant and insulting 
tone of this paragraph I shall make no comment* 
The review and the vindication are now before the 
public ; and the public must judge between us. One 
thing is sufficiently apparent, that in the midst of his 
imaginary triumph, the reviewer betrays symptoms 

9 Rev. 123. Menard, iv. 336. Thuan. ii. 233, 306. Perrin> 
Mem. xliii. 480. 
» Rev. 125. 
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of considerable uneasiness. He is still aware that 
he has to answer the question^ why, in his hypo- 
thesis, the attempt was made on the single life of 
the admiral, at a time when the destruction of 
the whole body of the huguenots was in contem- 
plation: and it is with evident reluctance that 
he prepares to grapple with the diflBculty. For- 
getful that he has alreiady '' tired himself and 
tired his readers," he still compels them to travel 
through no fewer than five-and-twenty closely 
printed pages, before he will allow them a glimpse 
of the promised land. It is not till he has disposed 
of a variety of preliminary questions, that he will 
venture to propound his solution. I shall follow 
him in his fretful fitful course : but my progress 
shall be rapid, ^hd my remarks confined to a few 
of the most important subjects. 

His misrepresentation of the memoir of Tavannes. 
1.. To prove the existence of a preconcerted plot to 
get possession of the chiefs of the huguenots, the 
reviewer appeals to a confidential communication 
made by Tavannes to the king in 1671. ^^ The 
marshall," he says, " there discusses in what manner 
hostilities are likely to be renewed. He pronounces 
that the war will re-commence by one party at- 
tempting to seize on the chief persons of the oppo- 
site side, and recommends various precautionary 
measures to the king and his brothers, to guard them 
from sudden attack. With respect to the hugue- 
nots, he observes, that to surprise the places they 
possess, to extinguish their religion, or to break 
their alliances with foreign powers, is impossible, 
* Ainsi, il n*y a moyen que de prendre les chefs tout 
k la fois, pour y mettre un fin.' * Les choses,' he 
adds, * sont en bon train pour venir au dessus des 
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apftrlxnettts df Ibf^ Iwo queeds^ and hdre, H irftk 
said^ politicJBil Mbjects were discussed after the. 
amus^mdlits . of thi^ dayi The, meeting at length 
blrok^ up, . md immediiaitely a Report was (Circulated 
that a ledgue bad been concluded between the twibt 
erowtui fcfr the extermination of the French ana 
Flemish protestants. Of this supj^os^d league, h6W4 
ever^ th^ hugtienot leader^ produced no other ]^rooi 
than their own suspi^^icms : Buspieidns td whidh ihbf. 
themselves gav^ but little tftedit, if sire may judder 
frdtn thd facility with Which, on niord than on6 
ooeaision, they trusted thdmselve^ to the metcy of 
the oourt.^ Seten ytors later foildWed the Stl B#^ 
tholomew: the sarvivors immedmtely exotdmed 
that their former suspicions bad nrtw been v^rifiie^ | 
and this opinion was adopted by thett class of write^ 
who attribute nothing to tbe sticMeh impuUe of 
piiUionf or the tiinforesfren nece^ty of circuiiff 
stances, but consider every eveiit as the reibult ot 
imlitical Kagacity and jpreparatory'arrangbmeni/ ' 
I ;** Dh liingard boastSj^ sctyis the reviewer, tW 
^0f tliis league iio satisfactory evidence has ever 
hean ptbdueed/ If he me&n that the articles pt 
the treaty have never been |mblished, he is in the 
tight*. They were probably never reduced td 
Writh^. But, if the .concurrent opinions of the 
very best Writeril of the age, catthoHc di well as pto^ 
testant, be admitted as an evidetice of an historical 
fact, there can be no doubt that plans were dis- 
cussed and measures pr<^ected at Bayonni, for the 
destruction of heresy tn France,"'* 

3 Particttl&irly at Moolin^, ti^ 1566. Se6 afeo the reni^rks of MdiilM 
luc in tbe Memoires de I'^tat, ii. 63. 
♦ Rev. 119. • 
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Of the boMtitig %em cittril^ed to imo, thi» Miader 
will find no tirnc^ in my pagesv I dicnply innde th^ 
assertion : and of its truth I wish for no better proof 
than is here furnished by tny adversary. He begins^ 
indeed^ by talking of a treaty and the. articles of a 
treaty; but, as he proceeds, he is careful to lower 
]lik,.pr$tensions, ^md concludes iP?ith a pomise to 
i^jbo^w that ^^ plans Were discussed and measures 
projected at Bayonne.'^ — But '^ plans discussed and 
Measures projected'' are not a treaty* Granting 
ihat be has proved so much, still he will not hav# 
^oved the point iu question, dtill he will hirre prO" 
diiced no satisfaotpry evidence of the supposed 
Ipg^ue at BayQpne^, It will, therefore^ be unnecei^ 
$ary W jDa0 to make any observations on the passaged 
whicK be hiasi quofjed, liable as they are t^ numeroud 

fbfectionsv ^oy my purpose it is sufficient that by 
is own cQnfessiox]), |bey do no more than shew that 
4;he dangers which threatened Charles fit>m the in-* 
surrectipns of the h^uguenots, and those which threat^ 
n#^ Philip from the designs of the Gueuix, foritted 
lie fi*eqnent subject of deliberation between the 
parties. In such circumstances thi^ was natural^ 
But the mutual communication of advi^CA and the 
persuasion that in such cases it was for this interest 
6t each crown to support the other, caimot in any 
iense of the words be said to comstitute a league or 
treaty.* 

* But how did the secret of these cbtifereoces tnli)i|)|rd ? Accofdifcig 
to some by the agency of a little dog, who stole a letter out of the 
cabinet of the duchess of Guise. But this, though a very interei^ing 
story, the reviewer has suppressed. He prefers the story of the young 
prince of Beam, who heard the duke et Ahvt $s^ thst he peferred the 
jole of a' salmon to a hundred frogs. The prince was twelve yeats old. 
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opnduot^ to brings iteg'dthera^ seen their ohiefs.'^^*' 
PjTotfamg can be ^more plain than that Tavannes fm- 
ticipated no such thing as the possibility of bringing 
together and securing the chiefs. The advantage ' 
which he expected from the faithful execution of the ^ 
treaty, was the opportunity of being the first inf^ 
arms, which he was confident would give the victory* > 
to the king in every succeeding engagement. ^ Gm 
si sa majest6 a ce loisir (de lever les armi^ premiere^ '^ 
ment,) c'est chose -seure quails seront toujours^' 
b^ttus."^* ^ - 

. His credulity. On this imaginary foimdationy' the*** 
pretended advice of Tavannes, ^he /*evibwer begiiaes^ ' ' 
tp rear his system, with the ftid^^df-the beartJ in-^ 
formed and most judicious of the //^'a/t^ historians j'' '■ 
and, in particular of his beloved Gapilupi;* Why 
Italian historians ? Why not -French ? But he must' 
be» allowed to select his fellow lab(wrers from what 
coj^Atry he pleases. Of Capilupi, he tells us^ that 
'^ l^p seems to have had his inforuafation from the ? 
pei^ons most deeply connected with the contTivanc0 - 
an^: p^/3cution of the tragedy."^* So it may seem to ' 
hiip : to me the work itself proves that Capilupi 
neither possessed any personal knowledge of the 
supposed plot, nor derived his infonnation from any 
of f the devisers of the tragedy. The news had 
reached Rome through different channels : and he 
was. desirous of being the first to give to the public 
a connected and circumstantial account of the trans- 
action. Under the pretence of answering a letter 
from his brother Alfonso, he published his narrative, 
but a narrative confessedly abounding in errors, and 

« Rev. 127. 1* Wf^moires, xxvii. 200. i« Rev. 129. 
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bfctraying great igtiOtfifl»C)^^^FVl*aW'i^^ Hi^ 

waa not, however, corite^t' ^^ith • bdihg merdy a 
narrator. While he }oo& ed '- vHpM ' tfce massacre as 
the xnaster^piece of hutnan ^oltey, he v^^as grieved 
tar obiserve that several amohg his acquaintance 
attributed it to accident and passion : and, to reclaim 
them from this political heresy, he was at the pains 
taedUect a mass of tales and anecdotes, which might 
support bis hypoth^is. But what could he say to ' 
tbe^knce of those concerned in the plot, not one" 
of whom during twenty months betrayed the least 
hinliof its ej^istenee? or to the blindness of the 
huguenots, who did not discover their danger ? This, '' 
he tel}$ us, was decreed by divine Providence : God 
hadcloaed the eyes of one party, and the ears of the 
other: these' wei^e signs ^Vp«^r lesquels sa diviilef ' 
majesty a fait voir au monde, qu'elle avoit divine-^ 
ment favorisfe ^ cettb entreprinse tres heureuse et^^- 
admirable!" With this " judicious historian ,*" thd^-' 
reviewer joins Davila and Adriani^ writers of thi^ 
same political school, who had learned, like Capild{5i^ 'i 
and perhaps in his pages, to admire the consummate '^' 
artifice which they discovered in the conduct bf^^* 
Charles and his mother. But I have already re- 
marked how little credit is due to this class of 
historians. Till we know what authority they had 
for their assertions, we may be allowed to believe that 
they give us nothing better than their own suspi- 

i 

ifi Some of these errors are exposed by a favourite author, De 
Thou, iii. 152. 153. There is a manuscript copy in the library of the 
Prince of Piombino, which, instead of the printed title, has the follow- ' 
ing. *' La morte di Gasparo Coligni ammiraglio, e d'altri ribelli 
seguita d'ordine di Carlo ix. Re di Francia, descritta da Camillo Capi- 
lupi al Sig. Alfonso Capilupi. It is dated Oct. 22, 1572. 
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eions and ^mijeotiireg, te tiia siii^piisioBs and conjee « 
tares of others. 

In support of the credit of Adrian!, the reidewer 
had previondy asserted that he was supposed to hare 
derived the materials of his history from the journal 
of Cosmo, grand duke of Tus<»uiy, who died in 
1574.^'^ In the course of a few pages, this wnjeo* 
ture ripens into certainty : the supposition diwp. 
pears ; and we are now told positively that ^^ Adriani 
had access to the papers of the grand duke.''^* But 
is it certain that he had access to these papers? 
Is there any reason to believe that the journal of 
the Italian prince contained authentic information 
respecting the transactions in France ? Is it known 
that Cosmo ever wrote any journal at all ? To these 
questions, if the reviewer return an answer, it must 
be that be knows nothing about the matten^^ 

He next discovers proof of the supposed plot 
in th^ anecdote told to D'Ossat by Clement VIII. 
who was in the suite of. cardinal Alessandrino, 
when that prelate remonstrated with Charles IX. 
against the intended marriage between his sister 
Margaret and the young king of Navarre. Charles^ 
taking him by the hand, is reported to have 
said, I would never consent if I had any other 

17 Rev. 109. He refers to De Thou, but that author's words will 
hardly bear him out in the assertion. £x Cosmi Hetrurise ducis com- 
mentariis, ut Veto simile est, multa hausit. Thuan. ii< 435. See 
Bayle^s Dictionary, art. Adriani. 

« Rev. 129. 

W « Nous ignorons,*' says Perrin, " si Adriaai a eu des mempire* 
de cette esp^ce entre les mains : mais il est bon de prevenir le lecteur 
que Riguccio Galluzzi, ^ qui de nos jours tous les archives florentines 
ont ete ouvertes, n'en dit pas un mot dans son Istoria delGranducato.*' 
Meraoires, xliv. 421. c. 
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ineans of revengiag tuj^elf on fuy eueixiies. f^ Si 
j'avpis quelqu' eL\x\re moyen de me venger dp me^ 
jsnemie^."^ Anecdotes of this description/ told from 
memory, and after i}xe lapse of sev^n and twenty 
yiears, ought to be repeived with caution. Clenqtent 
had written down the words ^t the time, and 
thought they ipight be found among the cardinal's 
pipers. Perhaps, h^d he made the search, he would 
h^ve discovered some discrepancy of expression^ 
which might h^ve produced considerable difference 
in t^ meaning. The anecdote was not new : it had 
been often told : it bad been published soon after 
the massacre by Capilupi, and Catena, and the an- 
ther of the Memoires de I'estat. Hearing that the 
queen of Navarre was on her way to the French 
; court, to conclude the treaty of marriage^ Alessan- 
drino hastened to prevent her, and obtained an au- 
dience of the king at Blois before her arrival. To 
tCharles he complained of his recent connection with 
the admiral, objected to the marriage as likely to 
fidd to the power of the huguenots, and maintained 
that it was both the interest and duty of the king to 
put them down as enemies to the altar and the 
throne. Charles, who was anxious to rid himself 
of the presence and importunities of the cardinal 
before the arrival of the queen of Navarre, replied 
that he could not with honour retract his word to 
the youn^ king ; but that he acted with the best in- 
tention, and for the service of the church, as would 
afterwards be known. At the same time he drew 
a valuable ring from his finger, and offered it as a 
pledge of his attachment to the catholic faith ; but 

«> Rev. 131. 
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it was deoHned^y.^be canjiiml^ who replied that lie 
could have no better pledge than the word of a 
king. This is all that was known to the coniem* 
porary protestant historian f^ and this we may rea- 
dily believe. But the answer attributed to Chiles 
by Capilupi^ and Catena, and Clement, that ** bfti?:}^ 
unable to put down the huguenot3 by force^ he m^i^t 
be allowed to do it in his own way, which wpffl^ 
soon disclose his intentions : that he knew of ^ ^0 
other means than the marriage to take venge^iiipj^ 
on his enemies : that, if he could reveal his se^retj^ 
the cardinal would know that nothing was so likelj^ 
to produce the extermination of the heretics as th^ 
marriage," appears to have been fasbioupdibyth^^ 
selves, and accommodated to their owa notional ojf a 
preconcerted plot. If no plot ei^js^^ |ChfiH^$ 90^14 
not have given such an answer ;iand it it 4id j^i^t}^ 
we may safely say that he would i^ot^ The prince*, 
who on so many other occasions had kept his secret 
siirely would have been sufficiently on his guard no^ 
t6i betray it then. Even de Thou finds i^ difi&^iuH 
to believe that he would have expressed hi^se^f fip 
iermsi96 open and undisguised.^ . ^ * ^^^ 

Warnings given to the Admiral — Still less of proi^f 
can be drawn from the numerous admonitionfgiv^n 
to the admiral.** They were times of jealousy and 



SI Quant au marriage, il luy grevoit bien d'avoir desja donne la 
parole, et fait promesse au prince de Navarre, laqaelle, il ne pouvoit 
iansser, son honneur sauve : bien asseuroit il la sainctete du Pape, que 
le tout se faisoit i tresbonne intention, et pour le service et gran- 
deur de la religion catholique, comme onle connoistra cy apres. M4iik 
del'estat, i. 208. 

« CapilQpiy Lo Strata^ma. Thuan. iii. 96. » Rev. 136. 
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distrust : an obseaire hmf y a li^lfy expression, a 
tbysterious occurrence, was siiflScient to awaken 
alarm; ahd the leaders on both sides were harassed 
by the officiotis solicitude of their friends, advising 
theria- of danger, and conjuring them io be upon 
iileir guard. But these warnings, by frequency of 
repetition, lost their effect : they were often received 
ti^Hh expressions of disbelief, sometimes of reproof.** 
Th(»e which the well-wishers of the admiral for* 
^di^fed to him In Paris, with the reasons on which 
they wer^ grounded , and his answers in refutation, 
have been published. A slight perusal will sufiBce 
to shew that the "Writers possessed no knowledge of 
atty feal plot.^ 

Intercepted Lettera.-^The reviewer appeals next 
to an ihierdeipterf^^ letter from the Cardinal de Pelv4 
tb^ th^e cardJnfail -of liorraine. As well might he ap* 
p^l tb th^ lettel' 6? the queen-mother to Strozzi. 
For both we are ' originally indebted to the saine 
writer, who brings them forward with equal confi'- 
dence in proof of the plot. The latter is confessedly 
it fabrication : and who can affirm that the other is 
not ? Of all forgeries that of intercepted letters is 
Itfie most easy. The copy, not the original, was 
Is^t to the admiral, with the expectation that it 
Would awake in him some apprehension for his 
safety : the contempt with which he treated it, shews 
in what light it ought to be viewed.*^. 



^ See a remarkable instance of such incredulity on the part of the 
court in Montluc. M^m.zxv. 13. 

«« Mem. de Pestat, i. 253. 260. Thuan. iii. 11 6. 

^ M^m. de Testat, i. 218. Celuy qui envoya copie de ces lettres 
^ Tamiral, esperoit que la lecture d'icelles le feroit penser d soy a bon 



6» 

Thi €fpdhgy qfQkariesfar the Massacre. The kih^ 
by fiiis despatches oik the 24th had attributed the ma84 
^cre to the family feud between the duke of Guise aiid 
the admiral. But the duke refused to take the odiuni 
on himself,'^ aad Charles^ in a few days, publicl]^ 
avowed the tratiBactioh, stating thiat the order had 
been extorted from him by the neceissity of preserv- 
ing himself and the royal family from the traitorous' 
designs of Ooligjai and his friends. The reviewer 
has employed seven pages in the refutation of this 
charge. It was certainly unnecessary. By all 
writers it is treated as a mere fiction^ put forth by 
the court to justify the king's conduct in the eye^ 
of his subjects and of foreign nations**® But I am sur-^ 

escient. Mais il estoit tellement persuade de la biehv^illanbe ef 
fidelity du roy, qu'il ne vid onque clair en ce sien fait propi^i 
Ibid. Prophecies were also tried, but in vain. See Mem. pour servire 
a rhistoire de France, i. 17, 19, * 

^ Tavannes, Mem. xxvii, 274. 

^ Though I am fkr fifom suspecting the admiral's friends of any 
treasonable intention, I have no doubt that they contemplated some . 
very strong measure against the following morning. In addition to 
their threats and bravadoes during the day, queen Margaret informs 
us that the chief subject of conversation among the thirty or forty gen- 
tlemen who passed the night in the king of Navarre's bedchamber, was 
the attempt on the admiral, and the vengeance they would immediately 
take oh the duke of Guise, if the king should refuse them justice. At 
day break her husband rose, told her he was going to play at tennis till 
the king should be awake, when he meant to demand justice on the 
assassins, and immediately left the room with all his attendants. Le 
roy mon mary, qui s'estoit mis au lit, me manda, que je m'en alasse 
coucher. Ce que je fis, et trouvay son lit entoure de trente ou qua- 
rante huguenots que je ne connoissois point encore ; car il y avoit fort 
peu de temps que j'estois mariee. Toute la nuict ils ne firent que 
parler de Taccident qui estoit advenu a M. 1' Admiral, se resolvans des 
qu'il seroit jour, de demander justice au roy de M. de Guise, et que, si 
'^ ne la leur faisoit^ ils se la feroient eu^ mesmes. Moy, j'avois too- 



|ilii#rtilfti^ 11^^ opponent) in dkottsding tbe' quest id Ji} 
d^ not dfaiw from it an inference tmfitvtmrabie f 
h»rown hypothesis. Whence arose these contfa"^ 
dietory statements put forth by the court? Sup-* 
pose the' massacre a sudden, and unpremeditated 
measure, and ihey are easily understood. Its authors 
had been compelled to act^ and had no leisure to ar-^ 
range the subsequent proceedings. But if you fake 
it« lor the result of « plot of two, or rather of seven, 
yeafs >standing, you must maintain that during this 
time its devisers had never fixed on the grounds on 
which it would be proper to justify their conduct; 
To me the conclusion of the viscount de Tavannes 
seems incontrovertible : that the inconsistent expla^^ 
nations published by the court, prove two things — 
1. that the admiral was innocent of the treason 
imputed to him ; and, 2. that the massacre was the 
result of a sudden and unpremeditated resolutibn.^^ 
The reviewer^s solution of the di fficulty .-^ At 
length, with the hope that he has sufficiently dis- 
posed the mind of the reader to admit the existence 
of the plot, he ventures to approach the difficulty 
which he has undertakeil to solve. Why was the 

jours dans le coeur les larmesde ma soeur, (see p. 27.) et nepouvois 
dormir pour I'apprehension, en laquelle elle m'avoit mise sans scavoir 
de quoy. La nuict se passa de cette fagon sans fermer ToBuil. Au 
point du jour le roy mon mary dit qu'il vouloit aller jouer a la paume, 
attendant qui le roy Charles fust eveille, s6 resolvant soudain de luy 
demander justice. U sort de ma chambre, et tons ses gentilshommes 
aussi. Memoires, torn 52. p. 180, 

^ L' execution de Tacte avoit occupe les entendmens tellement, 
quMls vacilloient aux pretextes plusieurs fois changez selon les occur- 
rences : montre qu'il n'y avoit rien de premedite, et decharge les 
huguenots de Taccusation de I'enterprise a eux imputee. Memoires, 
torn. 27. p. 274. 
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attempt made against the single life of the admiral f 
How came the conspirators to adopt a measure^ the 
success of which must in all probability render the 
execution of their supposed design impracticable? 
To this objection he ojQfers a first solution^ which he 
rejects ; then a second, which he likewise rejects ; 
and, lastly, a third, which he adopts. ^' One other 
conjecture,^' he says, " remains; that the king, 
though originally a party in the conspiracy, had 
vacillated before the moment arrived for its execu- 
tion ; that the queen-mother, alarmed at. the ap^- 
parent progress Coligny was making in the confi- 
dence of her son, contrived the attempt on his Hfe' 
in the manner described by the duke of Anjou ; and 
having failed in the enterprize, that partly by fear, 
and partly by insinuation, she brought back thef 
king to his original design of dispatching the ad- 
miral and other huguenot chiefs, and making such 
a slaughter of the party, as to disable them from 
any future resistance to his will."^ 

Remarks on this solution. On this, which after 
all is only a conjecture, I may offer a few remarks. 
1. Instead of " apparent," the true reading will be 
" real progress of the admiral in the confidence of 
the king." For it must have been a real progress, 
which induced him to abandon the favourite object, 
of his policy for so long a time. Now when did this 
change in the royal affection and projects take- 
place ? Evidently two months at least before the 
St. Bartholomew, as appears from the anxiety of 
Anjou and Tavannes to withdraw the king from his 
connection with the admiral. But what then be-. 

30 Rev. 151. 



oomcisof the dissimalatioi^iandt^Miii^Hy attn 
tQ; Charles in jbis comnii^uic^tipu with that noble^- 
man, iui4 of the insidious desigu with which he i^ 
supposed to have n^arried his sister. to the king of 
^ayarre, th^it he might have a pretext for eu^- 
y^lppijpig the whole body of the huguenots in one 
^JBQjEXiQxi massacre ? 

, ,2vMay not this change be dated even in th? 
p|-j^e4ipg:.yj?aii? Th^ same marks of confidence 
wemgi^F^^Jby the king t9 the admiral during his 
YJ^tsJiaj l^li^Si^Ap, the .last visit of I672 : ^and eyei^ 
il^if^ aK^or4ing ;1^p, ,Tayannes, Qharl^s had beeja 
'fen^ugj^tjQVf^;^ jt^e iptQrest of the piarty. II estpi^ 

,^^ It is fl^preaj^r, admitted,, th^t; npt pnly th^ 
feW&>i^Wt thf j(j^^jE|nrmptbQr yaciHated also. Avvpiff 
tJln^t ^^ ^Qpldiftptf^QComplish the desigq withpHt 
%\ip, Xv(Xg^^. f^oimp^trmd despairing of that pon^spj^f 
9^4ecottat of the progress which the admiral ha^ 

'f^TavanneSj Memoires, torn, 27, p. 214. To detract from the 
credit of this writer, who repeatedly asserts that the massacre was jjiot 
premeditated, and accuses those who think so, of ignorance (xxvif. 
2i6, 222, 241, 274), the reviewer tells us that *« he wais anxious tb 
cprculpate hia father from liie imputation of having heeo the deviser of 
a measure ,held mi ex^cratioA hy all mankind." Rev. 148. Now the 
tmth i9, that T^vapnes was anxious to securei to his father the glory of 
having been the deviser of the measure. C'est la verity, que les 
hugueilots furent seule cause de leurs massdcres, meitahs le roy eti 
ileeessite de la gnerre d'Esps^e, ou de la leur. Sa majesty paar-l^ 
ooniKil du sienr de T^vannes esleut la ihoins doinmageable, et 8a}\il%b!9 

tfuit pour la religion eatholique, que pour I'^tat Que Top rei;p 

done rhpnneur a ceux qu'il appartient, non que ces grands meurtres 
soyent louables, mais tien d* avoir empesche que par les nianiages' et 
alliances les trois parts de TEurope ne fiissetit du party heretiquci^et 
d'avoir destourne de la France ime guerre tr^s pferilleuse. M^m. xxvii. 
603. 504. 
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made in his affection, she abandoned the intended 
massacre altogether ; and satisfying herself with the 
murder of one instead of many, endeavoured to 
remove by assassination the man, whom she con- 
sidered as her rival and adversary. Thus, then, as 
far as regarded her and her party, it must also be 
acknowledged that the subsequent tragedy was the 
result of consequences. 

4. It appears, therefore, that the difference of 
opinion between the reviewer and myself is not so 
great as might be imagined. We both agree that 
the attempt on the admiral is irreconcileable with 
the co-existence of a plan of general massacre, and 
that, the second was taken up afterwards^ on account 
bf the failure of the first : in this only we differ, 
that he considers the massacre as the revival of an 
abandoned plot, I as the effect of an entirely new 
design. But on what does he found his opinion ? 
On the authority of the writers, to whom he has 
appealed in the preceding pages ? Most certainly 
not. They never dreamed of any discontinuance 
of the supposed project. According to them it 
originated in the conferences at Bayonne : the paci- 
fication of 1570 was concluded to gain time to 
mature it ; and from that period to its execution, 
every measure taken by the court was artfully con- 
trived to produce the desired result. Now, if in 
this, the most important part of their story, their 
evidence is rejected by the reviewer, why is it to be 
admitted in the other? If it be not of sufiScieiit 
authority to prove the uninterrupted progress, why 
should it establish the previous existence, of the 
.conspiracy? 

Here he ought to have concluded the article.* but 
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it suddenly occurred to him to revert to a sub- 
ject which he. had already treated^ and to add 
** some traits of perfidy exhibited by the king in 
the interval between the final arrangement and the 
commencement of the tragedy." Of these the prin- 
cipal is thus described. " On the day before the 
massacre, Charles appointed a detachment of his 
guards for the protection of Coligny, stationed 
them around his lodgings, and ordered them to per- 
mit no catholic to approach the house ; and on pre- 
tence of affording further security to the admiral, 
he directed that all the houses in the neighbourhood 
should be abandoned by their catholic tenants, and 
occupied by huguenots, who were ordered, by pub- 
lic authority, to repair to that quarter from the 
different parts of the town where they resided. 
The guards thus stationed for the protection of 
Coligny were employed next morning to murder 
him, and his friends, collected within a small space, 
were slaughtered without the possibility of conceal* 
ment or escape/*^^ 

For this story the reviewer refers to de Thou, 
but at the same time, (to use his favourite language) 
he suppresses an important circumstance related by 
de Thou, which will impart a very different colour to 
the whole transaction." The measure did not origi- 
nate with Charles, but with the admiral himself. The 
guards were sent at his express request ; Comaton 

« Rev. 155. 

'^ Cum Colinius et ejus jussu Cornatonus socioram nomine .... 
petiisset a ri^ et Andino fratre, praEsidium aliquot armatorum tuendis 
Colinii sdibus circumponerent. Thuan. iiL 125. Nor does de Thou 
say that the protestants were ordered, but invited to take up lod^iAg* 
near the house — singulos hortari, ibid, 126. 

e2 



68 

demanded them of the king in the name of Coligny : 
he even did more, he solicited from the king an 
order that all the houses in the street should be 
given up by their tenants for the accommodation of 
the admiral's friends, who wished to be lodged near 
him, for his greater protection. Of this we are 
assured by a writer, well known to the reviewer, 
and a most violent enemy of the king. Parquoi Ton 
donna charge a Cornaton d'aller vers le roy pour 
I'avertir de I'esmotion du peuple, et luy demander 
qu'il luy pleust ottroyer quelques archers de sa garde 
pour demeurer a Pentree du logis de I'amiral : qu*il 
luy pleust aussi permettre, suivant le desir que plu- 
sieurs seigneurs et gentils-hommes, amis de I'amiral 
avoyent de se loger pres de luy, accorder et com- 
conder k son mareschal de corps, que la rue, ou 
Pamiral estoit loge, leur fust donne."^ 

Again, it is of importance to determine at what 
time of the day, the request was made by Cornaton, 
and granted! by the king. For, if this took place, 
before the design of the massacre was communicated 
to the latter, there can be no pretext for charging 
him with dissimulation. Now of the time there can 
be no doubt. De Thou adds, that afterwards a 
second council was held in Cornaton's chamber, and 
that a person who was present, treacherously 
hastened to the Louvre, and betrayed the proceed- 
ings to the king, who was walking with his counsel- 
lors in the garden. All the authorities which mention 
this circumstance, agree that this' took place after 
dinner, and that the proposal of the massacre was 

^ Memoires de Testat, i, 281. He complains afterwards that more 
euardswere sent than Cornaton wished for. 
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then made to Charles. The same is also plain from 
the Memoires de I'estat, from which we learn, that 
some hours elapsed before the guard arrived under 
the command of Cosseins, that soon afterwards 
Rambouillet ordered the catholic inhabitants of the 
street to leave it, and that he then marked the 
several houses for the friends of the admiral, who 
took possession. All these particulars show that 
Cornaton asked for guards in an early part of the 
day.^ What then, I may ask, could induce the re- 
viewer to bring this charge against the king ; to 
attribute to him measures, which originated with 
the opposite party; and to accuse him of issuing 
orders for the purpose of facilitating the massacre, 
though they were issued at a time, when Charles 
could have no knowledge of any such design ? 

Testimony of Chateaubriand. He concludes the 
article by producing in favour of his opinion, a pas- 
sage from a dissertation by Pere Griffet. To it I 
may be allowed to oppose an extract from Les 
' melanges literaires of the viscount de Chateaubriand, 
which fully confirms the principal statements in the 
preceding pages. He had the curiosity to search 
for the history of the St. Bartholomew, where, if 
any where, the truth was to be discovered, in the 
archives of the Vatican, at the time when they 
where lodged in France during the reign of Napo- 
leon. The several secret dispatches, written in 
cipher, and forwarded to Rome by the papal agents 
in Paris, were carefully examined, and the result 
of the inquiry proved most satisfactorily, that the St. 
Bartholomew had not been concerted beforehand, 

^ Thuan. iii. 1 26. Mem. de I'estat i. 282. 
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that it was the sudden consequence of the wound» 
received by the admiral, and that the number of the 
slain, though undoubtedly great, was much below 
the computation adopted by certain writers, ^* Si 
Pabbe de Caveyrac soutient que la journ^e de la 
Saint Barthelemy fut moins sanglante qu'on ne Pa 
cru,' c'est qu* hereusement ce fait est prouve. 
Lorsque la Bibliotheque du Vatican etoit a Paris 
(tresor inapreciable auquel presque personne ne 
songeoit) j'ai fait faire des recherches ; j^ai trouve 
snr la journ^e de la Saint Barthelemy les documens 
les plus pr^cieux. Si la verite doit se rencontrer 
quelque part, c'est sans doute dans des lettres 
6crites en chiffres aux souverains Pontifes, et qui 
etoient condamnees d un secret eternel. II resulte 
positivement de ces lettres que la Saint Barthelemy 
ne fut pas premeditee, qu'elle ne fut que la conse- 
quence soudaine de la blessure de I'amiral, et qu'elle 
n'enveloppa qu'un nombre de victimes, toujours 
beaucoup trop grand sans doute, mais au dessous 
des supputations de quelques historiens.^^ 

With this testimony I shall close ray answer* 
As far as regards the historical question in dispute, 
there can, I think, remain no doubt, that the 
opinion which I adopted, was the only one probable 
in itself, and supported by real authority. If this 
be so, I am satisfied : the cavils of the reviewer, 
with his vituperative and vindictive language, may 
be given to the winds. 

Trndam protervis in raare Creticum 
Portare ventis. 

^ (Euvres Complettes de M. Le Viscomte de Chateaubriand, 
^aris, chez TAvocat, 1826. Tom.xxi. p# 352. 
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CHAPTER III. 



Mr. TodcTs twelve objections — Cranmer's elevation 
to the See of Canterbury — His protestation — His 
letter for permission to examine the cause of the 

' divorce— Henr if s private marriage with Anne 
Bokyn — His supremacy — Cranmer's instrument 
tality in the condemnation of Lambert — His opi' 
nion respecting the eucharist — His opposition to the 
six articles — His condemnation of heretics to the 
flames — His declaration respecting the mass — The 
character of Gardiner — Cranmer^s reformatio 
legum ecclesiasticarum — His recantations and death. 

My next adversary, next in importance, but .prior 
in point of time, is Mr. Todd, who, both in octavo 
and duodecimo, has challenged me to the combat. 
He maintains that religious prejudice has rendered 
me unjust to the merits of archbishop Cranmer ; / 
suspect that religious partiality has rendered him 
blind to the frailties of his hero. If I know myself, I 
neither feel nor felt any antipathy to the memory 
of that prelate. But it was my endeavour and my 
duty to deliaeate his character with fidelity, to re- 
present him as he really wa^i, not as his 
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may wish him to have been. Whether I have suc- 
ceeded or not, my replies to the twelve charges or 
objections of Mr. Todd, will probably decide. 

The Jirst objection. ** The elevation of Cranmer 
to the See of Ca^nterbury is thus described by Dr. 
Lingard. * I know not why Burnet is so anxious 
to persuade his readers that Cranmer was unwilling 
to accept the archbishopric, and found means to 
delay the matter six months. There were few 
instances of the see of Canterbury being filled so 
soon after a vacancy.^ Six months, indeed, elapsed 
before his consecration, but that arose from the 
negociation with Rome to procure his bulls. He 
must have given his consent at least three months 
before.' Lingard, 2nd edit. vi. 263, 254.'^ '' Now,*' 
proceeds Mr. Todd, ^^ ought not Dr. Lingard here 
to have given Qranmer's own account of his de- 
clining the archbishopric. And is not Burnet right 
in believing the solemn asseveration of the primate^ 
2nade in the presence of his enemies ? ' I protest 
before you all,' said Cranmer, * there never was a 
man came more unwilling to a bishopric than I did 
to that ; insomuch that when king Henry did send 
for me in post that I should come over, I prolonged 
my journey by seven weeks at the least, thinking 

' Mr. Todd objects to this passage; and I must own that it is 
stated too broadly. I should have excluded cases of translation. 
But he will pardon the inaccuracy, when he reflects that he has 
fallen into a similar error. He asserts that ** the predecessors of 
Cranmer, for more than a century at least, were not thus impeded 
that is, took possession of their sees within a shorter space than six 
months ; and forgets that Wareham, his immediate predecessor^ 
translated from London, did not succeed till about a year after the 
death of archbishop Dene. That prelate died the 16th Feb. 1503, 
fend the bulls for Wareham were dated Nov. 29 : he took the oath 
23d of Jan. 1504, and was enftixoTied on l\i^ Qtli of Maxch. 
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• 

that he would be forgetful of, me in the mean'* 
time.' "^ 

!• Here I may be allowed to ask, why Mr. Todd 
represents the passage which he has quoted, as my 
^* description of Cranmer's elevation to the see of 
Canterbury.*' I have indeed described his eleva- 
tion to the archbishopric in the two pages, 253, 254 : 
but the passage in question is no part of that de- 
scription. It is merely a portion of a note sub- 
joined to the text, for the purpose of pointing out 
the ingenuity of Burnet, who, to the time which 
elapsed from Cranmer's receipt of the king's letter 
in Germany to his acceptance of the archbishopric^ 
added the three months which intervened between 
that acceptance and his consecration.* 

2. If I rightly understand the reasoning of Mr. 
Todd, it follows that, because Cranmer said that 
>^ he came unwillingly to the bishopric," he there- 
fore " declined it :" and that, because he *^ pro- 
longed his journey by seven weeks," Burnet was 
right in saying that he delayed his consent for six 
months. By what argumentative process these two 
conclusions are deduced from the premises, I cannot 
comprehend. 

3. To proceed to the criminal omission with 
which I am charged — I answer, that, if I had been 
writing the life of the archbishop, I should certainly 
have noticed this solemn asseveration, as it is termed ; 
but at the same time should have thought it a duty 

2 Todd, 38. I should observe that Mr. Todd, as well as my 
two other opponents, quotes from the 2nd edition in octavo. 

3 He was " preconized" in the consistory in January (Becchetti, 
viii. 234.) and of course must have signified his consent at tb" 

in December. 
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to investigate two questions intimately connected 
with it : namely, whether more credit be due to the 
assertion of Cranmer in defence of himself before 
the commissioner, or to the contradictory assertion 
of Pole in. his expostulatory letter to him ; and then, 
whether his hesitation to return to England arose, 
as some pretend, from the moderation of his charac- 
ter, which aspired not to ecclesiastical honours, or, as 
others maintain, from certain misgivings, which 
taught him to fear the consequences of his late 
illegal marriage in Germany. But I was not his 
biographer ; nor did I see the necessity of intro- 
ducing into my pages the discussion of questions, 
which could throw no light on the general history 
of the times. This was my motive for the omission ; 
a motive which, I trust, will be honoured with the 
approbation of the reader.* 

Charge the Second. Mr. Todd, in the next place, 
selects the following passage : *^ By what casuistry 
could the archbishop elect, who was well acquainted 
with the services expected from him, reconcile it 
with his conscience to swear obedience to the pope, 
when he was already resolved to act in opposition 
to the papal authority? With the royal approba- 
tion, he called four witnesses into Saint Stephen s 

* 1 do not notice the strictures of Mr. Todd on Dr. Milner and 
Mr. Butler, which he frequently mixes up with his animadversions 
on my work. Of these two writers the first can make no defence : 
death has removed him from the petty quarrels which agitate 
the inhabitants of this earth. The latter, though seventy-seven 
winters have passed over his head, still" wields the pen with the ener- 
gy of youth. He has replied, and, as far as I can judge, most 
satisfactorily replied to Mr. Todd, in his ** letters to Charles filundell, 
Esq." " 
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chapel 4t Westminster, and in their presence de^ 
dared that by the oath of obedience to the pope^ 
which for, the sake of form he was obliged to take^ 
he did not intend to bind himself to any thing con? 
trary to the law of God, or prejudicial to the rights 
of the king, or prohibitory of such reforms, as he 
might judge useful to the church of England." 
Hist. vi. 264 — On this passage Mr. Todd com- 
ments through the six following pages, for the pur- 
pose of shewing that the protestation was made 
openly and publicly, and was not a " secret protesty 
as Dr. Lingard calls it.*'* 

1. I am sure that my reverend adversary has no. 
intention to misrepresent : but neither the offensive 
words " secret protest," nor any others of similar 
import, are to be found in my pages. However, I 
take blarae to myself for the omission. I ought to 
have stated my opinion, which is, that the protesta- 
tion was made in private, and that its purport was 
carefully concealed from the knowledge of the pul>. 
lie. Otherwise the news would quickly have 
reached Rome: the archbishop would have been 
suspended from the exercise of his office, and his 
judgment in the great cause of the divorce would 
have been liable to the same objection, as if he had, 

* Todd, 41 — 19. Mere I may observe that the imagination of 
Mr, Todd seems to be haunted by the ghost of Phillips, the 
writer of the life of cardinal Pole. On almost every charge he 
compares my narrative with that of PhillipH. It matters not 
whether wo agree or disagree : the bare mention of the name is 
sufficient to awaken the anger of Mr. Todd ; and at every turn the 
unfortunate biographer is lashed most unmercifully. (See Todd, 
p. 43, 47, 71, 80, 96, 111.) To me these philippics are highfy 
amusing ; for I cannot recollect that I consulted the life of P ' 
any one of the instances brought forward by Mr. Todd. 
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in the first instance^ been consecrated without the 
papal ajpprobation. The motives which induced 
Henry to solicit that approbation, equally required 
that the protest should be kept secret. 

2. Mr. Todd contends that it was not a private 
transaction, because it contains the following words: 
*' in his scriptis palam^ publice et expresse protestor." 
But Mr. Butler has shewn that such is the usual 
language of these instruments, though subscribed 
with the greatest privacy.^ 

3. He tells us of ^^ the refutation of the clan- 
destinity by Fuller/' and of *^ the masterly vindica- 
tions of the publicity by Neve and Ridley.*' Now 
what is this *^ refutation by Fuller?" A mere as- 
sertion, unsupported by authority, that the pro- 
testation was made thrice, once in the chapter 
house, then before the consecration, and, lastly, at 
the reception of the pall! And what is " the 
masterly vindication of Neve?'' A repetition of 
"that assertion, supported by the pretended authority 
of Fuller, who produces none himself, and of Fox 
and Strype, neither of whom mentions the renewal 
of the protestation ! With Ridley's " vindication," 
I am unacquainted : but of this I am sure, that, if 
he had produced any additional testimony, it would 
not have been suppressed by Mr. Todd.^ 

4. Allow me then to ask, where is the authority 

^ Letter ii. to C. Blundell, Esq. cxviii, 

7 See Fuller, 186. Neve, 510. The latter adds, that '« instru- 
ments were made at Cranmer's request, recording these repeated 
protestations." This, were it true, would set the question at rest. 
But where are these pretended instruments ? If Mr. Todd does not 
know, we may conclude that they do not now exist, and, as nd one, 
I believe, ever heard of them before Neve, we may add, that they 
never did exist. 
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for these pretended iterations? There is none' 
in the instrument itself. It professes to be made 
before Watkiris the king's prbthonotary, not the 
consecrating bishops. '^ Coram vobis authentica 
persona." — There is none in the altercation between 
Cranmer and Martin, the commissioner. Though 
the repetition of the oath is distinctly mentioned, 
no hint is given by either that the protestation was 
made more than once. — There is none in Fox, or 
Parker, or Godwin, or, as far as I can discover, in 
any writer within the next eighty years after the 
transaction.® Strype informs us that, " having 
withal his said protestation, Cranmer, before the 
aforesaid witnesses (those in whose presence he had 
made it in the chapter house) asserted and pro- 
tested that he would read the schedule, and perform 
the oath therein contained under the said protesta- 
tion, which, he said, he made the same day in the 
chapter house before those witnesses, and ho other- 
wise, nor in any other manner. And then presently 
after, kneeling on his knees, read the schedule con- 
taining the oath io the pope."^ Where Strype 
learned these particulars, or whether they are true or 
not, we are unable td discover: but it is evident 
that even, according to his narrative, the protestation 
was not repeated. All that Cranmer did, was to 
say before the four witnesses, that he meant to 
take the oath in the sense of the protestation, which 

• Parker speaks of only one protestation. He says, indeed, that 
it was made in sacratione, but it is plain that he means the protesta- 
tion privately raade in the chapter house, as it was made coram tes^ 
tibus fide dignis, notariisque publicis. Mason is the first with whom 
I am acquainted, who mentions repeated protestations, (De Mizdst. 
Angl. 154.) but he produces no authority. 

9 Strype's Cranmer; p. 20. App. p. 9. 
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h6 had already made in their presence. Its purport 
was still kept secret. 

5. " Even the jurist, Dr. Martin, the enemy 
of Cranmcr," says Mr. Todd, " is opposed to the 
secret protest."^® But where, I ask, is the proof? 
In the following dialogue. 

" Martin. Did you not swear obedience to the 
see of Rome ? 

" Cranmer. Indeed I did once swear unto the 
same. 

" Martin. Yea, that you did twice, as appeareth 
by records and "writings here ready to be shewn. 

" Cranmzr. But I remember that I saved all by 
protestation that I made by the counsel of the best 
learned men I could get at that time."" 

Mr. Todd occasionally soars beyond the ken of 
ordinary understandings. Here he infers that Mar- 
tin believed the protest to have been public, because 
he said that Cranmer had twice sworn obedience to 
the see of Rome, as appeared by records and 
writings. How is this conclusion drawn ? I know 
not. I can see the two extremes, but the chain 
which connects them together, is lost in impene- 
trable darkness. 

6. However, with regard to the morality of the 
fact, it matters little, whether it were done in pri- 
vate or in public. In either case it was a secret to 
him, to whom the oath was taken, and by whom it 
was imposed. He had empowered no one to receive 
it with any limitation. He had issued the bulls for 
the archbishop elect on the express condition that he 

» Todd, 45. 
^^ Fox, Acta and mon. WordswoitVi's ©cc\e**V)\o%/v\v S*^^* 
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should take the oath in the usual manner previously 
to the episcopal consecration. Undoubtedly, as far 
as regarded the pontiff, the protest was a fraud. ^^ 

Charge the Third. The third passage which calls 
forth the reprehension of Mr. Todd, refers to a 
letter from the new archbishop to his sovereign. 
" As soon as the convocation had separated, a hypo- 
critical farce was enacted between Henry and 
Cranmer. ' The latter wrote a most urgent letter to 
the king, representing the evils, to which the nation 
was exposed from a disputed succession, and begging, 
for the exoneration of his own conscience, and the 
performance of his duty to the country, the royal 
license to examine and determine the great cause of 
the divorce. The king readily granted the re- 
quest/* Hist. vi. 256. 

1. To this passage Mr. Todd opposes the entire 
letter of Cranmer: not that he objects to the accu- 
racy of my statement, but to shew that the trans- 
action does not deserve the imputation of being a 
^ hypocritical farce."" Loath as I am to offend 
the feelings of my adversary, I cannot consent to 
withdraw the expression. He boasts of the humility 
and piety observable in the letter. There is, indeed^ 
humility enough, for the archbishop knew the dis- 
position of the tyrant, whom he addressed: of 
piety I see but little, nor did the subject require 
much. But the true point at issue between us is, 
whether the conscientious motives, alleged by Cran- 
mer, were real or pretended. To decide this, w« 

« Quod juramentum, nisi in sacratione pnestaret, tam episcopis 
sacratoribus, quam ipsi sacrato omni cpiscopali administrationi inter 
dixit. Parker, Antiquit. 490. 

« Todd, 50. 




mcst look at tlie facts, Henry had failed in all his 
attempts to obtain a divorce from hia wife. Fortu- 
nately archbishop Wareham dies, and the king, in^ 
stead of translating some prelate to the vacant see, 
as had been the practice for the last hundred and' 
fifty years, pitches upon a clergyman in priest's^ 
orders, a dependent on the family of his mistress. 
By the time his bulls arrive, she is several month* 
gone with child : no moment is to be lost. In fi 
few days, the new archbishop is consecrated, and-' 
within less than a fortnight, even before he obtaise^' 
possession of his temporalities, he asks permission to - 
hear and determine the cause of the divorce. Can 
any man, who bears these facts in mind, believe that 
Cranmer was ignorant of the object, for which he '■ 
was placed in the see of Canterbury ? That he in- 
truded himself into this difficult and odious buaine^, 
merely for the exoneration of his conscience? or that 
he sought to determine the cause for any other reason i 
than because he knew it was expected from him? 
The true motive of his haste may be seen in another 
letter also published by Mr. Todd, in which, having- 
pronounced the divorce, he wishes to proceed wilii ■ 
the proof of the second marriage, " for the time of-' 
the coronation is so instannte, and so nere at handj ' 
that the mat^e^ requireth good expedition to be had 
in the same."'* 

I* Todd, 59. Inp.56, he asks "v/hy, as t/ie business o(iie di- 
vorce b ctdled a hypocritical farce, is not Gardiner also said to have 
enacted a part iu it." I am surprised Mr. Todd did not obsemi 
that the expression is not applied to the business of the divorce, but 
to the correspondence between Craamer and the king, in which 
Gardiner had no concern. — As to the part whicii Gardiner acted ii 
the httsiness of the divorce, I have stated that he acted " with sever 
others as couosel foe the king." Hist. vi. 527. 
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S. Mr. Todd persuades himself that every can- 
did reader of the letter, ^^ will be led to believe the 
assertion of one of Cranmer's biographers, that his 
being placed in this cause of the divorce at the head 
of the commissioners shocked the archbishop.'' ^^ 
This is passing strange ! The object of the letter, as 
ks evident both from itself, and from the king's 
answer^ was to obtain permission to determine the 
cause according to the duty of his office, and yet 
we are called upon to believe that he was shocked, 
when his request was granted ! If it were so, there 
certainly must have been more dissembling in the 
transaction, than I before suspected. — But why are 
we told of his being *^ at the head of the commis- 
sioners?" He was the sole judge, he heard the 
cause in his own court, and he pronounced judg- 
ment by his own authority as archbishop. ^^ 

3. We are referred in the next place to the 
passage, in which I state that Henry was secretly 
married to Anne'Boleyn on the 25th of January, in 
a garret at the western end of Whitehall. Mr. Todd 
will not believe that the king of England ^^ would 
condescend to celebrate his marriage in a garret,'' 
nor is he the only critic whose ire has kindled at 
this unfortunate expression. The king's object was 
csertainly to conceal the ceremony from the prying 
eyes of bis household ; and what he would do, or- 
would not do for that purpose, is more, I believe^ 

^ Toddy 53. The biographer is Gilpin. 

^ In caoMy qnse corana nobis in jndicio ex ot&do nosiro mero ver- 
tifnr • . . . de oonsilio jorisperitonini et theologoram cum qaibos in 
hac parte conunooicafrimas, ad sententiam noftram definitiiram in 
dicta cansa faendam procedimos • • • . pronoociannify deeerninnit et 
dedaiannify && . • • Rjm. ziir. 463* 

F 



than Mr. Todd can inform us. However, I havff 
no predilection for the word " garret :" any others 
of similar meaning will equally serve my purpose. 

> Shall I substitute "a room in the attic story?" 
This raay be thought a more attic phrase, and there- 
fore more 'befitting the dignity of the subject. Or 
will "a room in the western turret," be preferred ? 
It was certainly at the very top of the houses 
" editiasima," and rose above the western end,! 
" quBB parti occidental! supereminet." On a subject 
of this immense importance, I shall be most ready- 
to adopt any emendation, which may be thoughf 
the least degrading to the majesty of the English 
monarch. 

The Fourth Charge. Mr. Todd's objections, 
under the head of the king's supremacy, are of such 
a nature, that I know not what answer to return. 
He inquires why I have asserted this thing, why I 

\ have omitted that? and attributes both assertions 
and omissions to motives, which never had exist- 
ence, except in his own imagination. To refute 
such trifling, would be to insult the discernment of 
the reader: and I feel that an apology is dae for 
the brief notice which I mean to take of the most 
prominent passages. 

J . I am charged with suppressing the fact that' 
Gardiner wrote a book in defence of the king's' 
supremacy. Now this is plainly intimated in the 
passage quoted by Mr. Todd,'" and is expressly 
stated in pages 426 and 482 of my sixth volume. 

w " Henry called on the moat loyal and learned of the prelate* 
to employ their talents in support of his new dignity ; and the call 
was obeyed by Sampson and Stokesley, TuQHtal and Gardiner." 
Hist. vi. 284. 



3. I had said that Tunstal's compliance was 
thought to arise from the fetir of the royal displeasure; 
to which Mr. Todd opposes a letter written by that 
prelate to Henry, and at the same time twitts me 
with want of research, otherwise I could not have 
been ignorant of its existence. I can assure him 
that 1 was well acquainted with the letter, though I 
drew from it an inference greatly at variance with 
his opinion. It most certainly proves in ray favour 
that Henry himself did not believe the bishop, who 
had previously protested against his supremacy,'" to 
be a sincere convert to the cause : nor will the denial 
of Tunstal be suflBcient to remove the suspicion, if we 
recollect that it was made under the fear of bringing 
on himself the vengeance of a despotic sovereign.-" 
3. When I noticed Cranmer's sermon to prove 
that the pope was antichrist, I observed that " a 
new light had lately burst on the archbishop." Mr. 
Todd denies it ; because as much had been said by 
others before him. That is true, but I spoke with 
reference to Cranmer's previous conduct. But a 
little before, in the judgments by which he dissolved 
the marriage of Henry and Catharine, and confirmed 
the marriage of Henry and Anne, he was careful to 
style himself the legate of the very man, whom now 
be branded with the title of antichrist." Might I 

V See his protestation ia Wilkins, Cou. iii, '57, 

** Henry in his letter to Tunstal reproached liim with " looking 
br a new world or mutation." He replied, " I have been as sore 
against snch nsurpatioos of the bishop of Rome as dayly did grow, 
as any njan of my degree in this realmo, and that I should now 
look for the renewing of that thing, which I withstood herelolbre 
09 fuas I mighi. when he flourished uioat, it i'^ not likely," ^tr^-ne, 
Eccl. Memorials, i. App. 1 38. 

*> Rymer, xiv. 162. 469. 
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not then say with every appearance of truth, that a 
new light had burst upon bis mind ? 

The Fifth Charge. Speakine^ of the prosecution 
of Lambert for heresy, I said, " Nor is it the least 
remarkable circumstance in his story, that of the 
three men who brought him to the stake, Taylor, 
Barnes, and Cranmer, two professed, perhaps 
even then, most certainly later, the very same doc- 
trine as their victim, and alt three suffered after- 
wards the same, or nearly the same, punishment." 
Hist. vi. 367. In contradiction to this statement, 
Mr. Todd asserts that I have not proved, nor even 
pretended to prove, thai, Cranmer brought Lambert 
to the stake. Let the reader judge from the follow- 
ing words. "Urged by an unconquerable passion 
for controversy, Lambert presented to Dr. Taylor a 
written paper, containing eight reasons against the 
belief of the real presence. Taylor consulted Barnes : 
Barnes disclosed the matter to Cranmer; and Cran- 
mer summoned the schoolmaster (Lambert) to 
answer for his presumption in the archiepisoopal 
court." Now it was this which led to his condem- 
nation ; and, as I speak of Taylor, Barnea, and 
Cranmer in the same manner, it is evident that I 
consider them all three as instrumental in bringing 
the victim to the stake. Had not Taylor commu- 
nicated the paper to Barnes, or had not Barnes 
denounced Lambert to Cranmer, or had not Cran- 
mer summoned faint to answer for his heresy, the 
unhappy man would not have forfeited his life. The 
fact is so plain, that I see not how it can admit a 
doubt. 

But was not Cranmer still more instrumental in 
the accomplishment of this tragedy than I have 
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' Asserted in tar workt" liarabert was first tried 

before him, and appealed fronriiiin to the king. . I 

will-not pretend that he was actually condemned by 

the arehbishopi because the proceedings have been 

;'lost'j b«t it is not very probable that he would 

'^idjjijpH^l fr<)ni hitn/till he^w that an unfavourable 

"^'jadgment would be pronounced. Before Henry it 

11^^ MMttted that Cranmer disputed against him ; 

' ^tfd, ^ ^einay believe an authority quoted in the 

^lirsi of a few pages by Mr. Todd, he did more: 

^ h€( botidenil^d hinaf. " What doctrine," savs Martin 

' ti) the ■ wttMihbop; ' ^ taught you, when you con- 

d&fnmd ij^mh'eYt;^^^ sacramentary, in the king's 

" pyes^riee tef' Whitehall ?*' Now does Cranmer deny 

' fMiM No : he silently acquiesces 

' ' W tfi^ cftArgfe,^>1»^lying : *' I maintained then tlie 

' '^j)a|)i4¥dotilt^h^.^"^ Judgment we know was ^o- 

"ti6Mhe&'bf Gt6th^m\\, the king's vicar gener^l^ 

bWfrdin this pa^ager it is probable that the seVen 

' bi^hbpis'pre^nt, of whom Cranmer was the chief, 

^"'^ikfiStfejtidgea^ on the bench with Cromwell. ; 

^^^^ Charge the Siofflh. In a note at p. 368, I have 

^aid : ^* Cranmer^s promptitude to reject the doc- 

^ #ftfe of tihe real presence, when he could do it with 

safety, has provoked a suspicion that he did not 

'^^^iticerely believe it before. Burnet and Strype con- 

ciefive that he held the Lutheran tenet of consubstan- 

[ tiation at this period : and I am inclined to assent 

to them from the tenor of the two letters already 

quoted, that to Hawkins, and the other to Ya- 

dianus." 

Certainly Mr. Todd's taste must be very capri- 

.^ Todd 79, 80. 
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oiouE. If I difTer from Strype and Burnet, be is 
displeased : now, that I am inclined to agree with 
tbetn, be is etjually displeased. He is positive that 
at tbia period Craumer lield the catholic doctrine of 
transubstontiation. For, as we have just seen, when 
Martin asked, what doctrine taught you, when you 
condemned Lambert? Crannier replied ^' \ main- 
tained then the papists' doctrine. Again Martin 
said : " You, Master Cianmer, have taught in 
this high sacrament of the altar three contrary doc- 
trines, and yet you pretended in every one verbum 
domini." " Nay," replied the arebbisbop, " I 
taught but two contrary doctrines in the same." 
But Mr. Todd, whose eye is so experienced in the 
detection of verbal niceties, should have observed, 
that these questions and answers refer to the doc- 
trine which Crannier openly taught, and that we 
are inquiring into the doctrine which be inwardly 
believed. That he taught at this period the doctrine 
of transubstantiation, is well known. Had be not, 
the infallibility of the head of the church would 
have condemned bim to the stake. But Strypeand 
Burnet think that he really held the Lutheran tenet 
of consubstantiation. As far as I can judge, they 
think rightly." 

" Mr. Todd has hero publwhed a fragment of a letter to Crao- 
mcr from Dauliscua in \5W, not tbat It refe» to tbo presenl subject, 
but hetraiiBfi " it is tiio curious lo be omiltpd." Quodqiie mogis hie 
omoes ill admiracioncm ac det<?stacIonem inducit, tot eonjugia, 
loiqw contra omnei cum kumanas turn eliam divinas Ugrs repudia, 
qu;E lamsn, quamvi>i passim hie in vulgus sparsa pro veris habentiir, 
apiid 100 ndhiic aunt arabigua, " Here." says Mr. Todd, " is an 
evident allusion to the frequencj of divorces, which at that time 
prevailed." But it alludes tc 'frequency of marriages a^ well as of 
divorces, and in reality refers, not to the manners of tiie age, but to 
Ih^onduct of tbo king; who had not only monied and divorced 
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The ^venth Charge. The conduct of the arch*-, 
bishop, with respect to the statute of the six articles, 
has been highly eulogized by his admirers; who 
have described him as pet*sisting in his opposition to 
the very last, and braving the displeasure of the king 
in the cause of humanity and truth. 1. It should, 
however, be considered, that his opposition was 
not entirely disinterested. The third of the articles 
declared that priests may not marry by the word of 
God: the statute itself pronounced such marriages 
ofnoefiect; ordered the parties so married to be 
separated \ made it felony^i if they should cohabit 
afterward., a«d subjected all persons in piest«' 
orders, who lived carnally with women^ to imprison* 
ment and forfeiture on the first conviction, and to. 
death on the second. Now^ Cranmer was in priests' 
orders 9 he had married a relation of Osiander in 
Germany; he still cohabited with her at Canter- 
bury ; he had a family by her. Had he not, then, 
the strongest personal motives to oppose these severe; 
and sanguinary enactments ? 2. It is not true that hi» , 
opposition was continued to the very last. It ceased . 
on the second day. On the first the archbishop, 
and several other prelates, spoke with energy and / 
resolution, but the next morning the house was 
honoured with the presence of Henry : the royal 
theologian supported the articles with irresistible 
eloquence, and Cranmer came ov^r to the opinion 

Catharine of Arragon, and Anne Boleyn, but that very year had 
married and divorced Anne of Cleves, and taken another wife, 
Catharine Howard. The. passage is underlined: and Crsoimer 
himself says that he had underlined such passages as contained 
*' haynous rumours of the kyng's majestic.'* See Mr. Todd's Vin- 
dication, SS"— 85. 



of the head of the church. That this was the case, 
is proved by the f<>Howing letter, written at the 
time by one of the lords, who was present. 

" Notwithstanding my h>rd of Canterbury, my 
lord of Ely, my lord of Salisbury, my lords of Wor- 
cester, Rochester, and St. Davyes, defended the 
contrary a long time, yet finally his highness con- 
founded them all with godlie learning. York, 
Durham, Winchester, London, Chichester, Norwich 
and Carlisle, have shewed themselves honest and 
well learned men. We of the temporally have been 
all of one opinion : and my lord chancellor and 
lord privy seal (Audeley and Cromwell,) as good 
as we can devise. My lord of Canterbury, and all 
his bishops have given their opinions, and have come 
in to us, save Salisbury, who yet continueth a lewd 
fool." Cleop. E. v. p. 128. 

On this letter Mr. Todd makes the following re- 
marks, I. " Dr. Lingard has not noticed that 
this letter was copied from the manuscript by the 
accurate Strype, and printed by him in the appen- 
dix to his life of Cranmer."^* Had Mr. Todd com- 
pared the two copies, he might have spared this 
remark. Strype's copy is very inaccurate: mine is 
correct, and taken, not from that of Strype, but 
from the original in the British Museum." 

2. " The letter is without any name subscribed, 
which also Dr. Lingard has suppressed. "^^ I answer 
that it is only a fragment, which has been preserved. 

« Todd, 87. 

*^ I <^id not, indeed, preserve tbo ortliography of the original, 
which I regret. Tbe word goodUe is a typographical error for 
godlie. 

« Todd, 87. 



Had I known tlie name of the '#!*iter, I should eer-' ' 
tainly have given it. The omission must have 
announced to my readei-s that the writer was un- 
known. 

3. " It may have been the exaggerated eommii- 
nication of any friend to the papal cause in the way 
of news, as indeed it seems to be, for it begins — and 
also newcs kere."^ It is said that a sinking man will 
catch at a straw : and so it appears to be with Mr. 
Todd. Let the reader peruse the letter once more, 
and say whether it be possible to believe that the 
writer was not one of the temporal lords. " We of 
the temporally have been all of one opinion : my 
lord of Canterbury and all his bishops have given 
their opinions, nnd have come in to us." •''^ 

4, " The letter affirms what is not true, that*" 
the bishop of Salisbury alone persisted in refusing" 
his assent, and that the archbishop of Canterbury, 
with the bishops who have been already named of 
his opinion, came in to the opposing party, when 
the bishop of Worcester, as well as the bishop of 
Salisbury, rather than conform, resigned his bisbop- 
pig.'»tB With all my respect for Mr. Todd, I must 
be allowed to doubt whether he be as well acquainted 
whh the transactions of that day, as the writer of 
the letter. To the assertion that the bishop of Salis- 
bury alone persisted in refusing his assent, Mr. Todd 
opposes his own persuasion that the bishop of Wor- 
cester did the same. But how does he prove it? 
Because they both resigned their bishoprics. That 
they resigned, is true ; but then comes the import- 
ant question, when did they resign ? Had it been 

=7 Tuda,87. "Ibii. 88 



■i tfae eloie of the debate, or emu mioq afterwards^ 
that circQznstance might hare funibhed a presamp- 
tuiD in Mr. Todd's favour. But it appears, from the 
jouroaU of the bouse of lords, that both prelates 
cootinued to sit and vote till the end of tbe sesJoo. 
For what reason they resigned, or were forced to 
resign afterwards, we do not exactly know. It 
might be on account of tbeir intemperance during 
the debate : or it might be on account of their uo- 
willingness to inquire into tbe new oSences created 
by tbe act, a ta^k which was imposed oa the 
biiihopK.^ 

But " Cranmer," says Mr. Todd, " protested 
against the bill." " The king desired him to go out 
of the house, since he could not give hia consent to 
the bill; but he humbly excused himself: for he 
thought he was in conscience bound to stay and vote 
against it."*' Of this protest and vote no trace can 
be discovered iii the journals ; nor do 1 admire the 
judgment of tbe man who thus prefers the statement 
of a professed partisan, made one hundred and fifty 
years afterwards (it is Burnet's statement,) to that 
of one who wrote at the very time, and was present 
at the debate. 

It has always appeared to me that the advocates 
of the archbishop confound the debate on the arti- 
cles, with the passing of the bill. The articles were 

•9 Mr. Todd baa cojiiod my note on their resignation, but only ss 
far a.s iho words of tbe French ambassador. Hi» letter was written 
after the proFDgatioD of tiie parliameul, and gives os the cause of 
their dei)rivation, that they would not subscribe to tbo edicts; pour 
n'ttvoir vuulu HoiiMcrire a edits. What tbe Fronohraaa meant by 
'>ota, it is not easy to ascertain ; perhaps the liing's injunctions for 
leculion of llio act, 
Todd, III. 
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proposed on the sixteenth of May : afterwards eam^ 
the recess: the two houses met again on the 30th ; 
and the bill was introduced on the 7th of June. It 
was before the recess that the great debate took 
place, at which the king attended : on the 30th, after 
the recess, the lord chancellor informed the house^ 
that by the conjoined labours of the king and the 
prelates, unanimity had been eflfected respecting the 
articles* Thus at least I understand the words in 
the journal: per dominum cancellarium declaratum 
est, quod, oum non solum prooeres spirituales, verum 
etiam regia majestas ad unionem in prsecedentibas 
artioulis conficiendam multipliciter studuerunt et 
laboraverunt, itaut nuncunio in eisdem cmfecta sit, 
regiae igitur voluntatis esse ut pc&nale aliquod sta- 
tutum effioeretur.^^ This passage appears to me to 
shew that not oiEily the archbishop, but all the 
bishops, even Salisbury himself, had *^ come in to" 
the royal opinion. 

Mr. Todd asks, *^ can Dr. Lingard call Cranmer 
a convert to a cause which he waited for the oppor- 
tunity only again to oppose? Of these very six 
articles the archbishop himself afterwards brought 
in a bill to mitigate the penalties." ^^ I called him a 
convert, because *^ he had given his opinion, and 
oome in to" the opposite party : that he was a sincere 
convert, I neither said nor thought. But does Mr. 
Todd really suppose, that to mitigate the penalties 
of dissent, is the same thing As to oppose the esta- 
blishment of doctrine ? The very bill of mitigation, 
which was supported, perhaps introduced, by the 
archbishop four years afterwards, left the doctrine 

31 Journals, 1.113. « Todd, 92. 
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of the «x articlei in jPtJI force, and establubed by 

law. 

Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth Charge*. In llrife" 
eighth and ninth sections of Mr. Todd'a vindicating','' 

see nothing that particularly demands nntic^i:'*" 
the tenth begins in the following manner. ** Aniott^' 
the many partialities of Dr. Lingard, none can hi" 
more revolting than his pretence, ty way of con-' 
trast to the character of Cranmer, of an unper- 
secuting temper in Gardiner, and of a mild de- 
meanour in Bonner."" Shall I escape the imputa-' 
tion of rudeness, if I say that the first part of this' 
charge is ridiculous? In which of my pages is this 
wonderful contrast to be found ? I hai-e spoken, 
indeed, of Cranmer, and Gardiner, and Bonner.' ti' 
was my duty to speak of them, as their acridnir 
passed in review before me. But I never bronght' 
tiiein into compari^fon with each other, nor did im^ 
idea so much as suggest itself to my mind. Of 
Bonner I have said little : but that little was takeri 
from Mr. Todd's favourite authority, Fox. With 
respect to Gardiner, I had so often seen the epithe^;' 
"bloody" attached to his name, that I looked ctti' fl 
him as s most cruel persecutor ; and, having repedf- ^| 
edly seen the mild and charitable Cranmer sitting 
on the trial, and pronouncing the condemnation of" 
heretics in the reign of Edward, I expected to find 
the bloody Gardiner daily employed in similar 
atrocities during that* of Mary. It, therefore, ex- 
cited my surprise, when I could discover but one 
instance in which he had taken any part In such pro- 
ceedings, and that was on the first prosecution after 




Uie revival of the utatut^ i^jl|e^ MrTl^ cxpe^tM. 
that be, 88 the chief law magistrate, should attend. 
Oi^.this Bccoiint I ventured to, remark, that " the 
chflFS^ against ihfi chancellor was not support^ by 
aoy.aM(l)^[^tJG^ document, and was weakened by the 
gfin^rai,. tenctr of his conduct." The remark has 
as,tppj^ed. the prejudices of Mr. Todd : my readers, 
I ffust, willtbiok, that, with a due regard to truth,^ 
I .^C9^1d not have said lees. 

In a note I added the following passage frnin 
Peisons, as corroborative of my opinion. " Verily 
I believe that, if a man should ask any good-natured 
prolestant thai livpd in Queen Maries tyme, anil, 
hath both wit tu judge, and indijOerency to speak tbe^ 
tcuthe without passion, he will confesae that no one; 
gr^at man in that govornment was further o£F frofll., 
bipod and bloodiness, or from orueltie and revengej, 
than bishop Gardiner, who was known to be a mos^. 
tender-hearted and myld man in that behalf; in.s,9 
much that it' WW spmetymes, and by some.grea^. 
parsonages,, vbjecled to him for no small fault. t<>, 
be ever full of compassion in the o£5ce and c^^rge 
t^at he bore : yea, to him especially it was impul^^,., 
that none, of the greatest and most knowen prptes-. 
tants in Queen Maries reigpOj were ever called, to 
accompt, or put to trouble for religion."" 

It u not by abusing this writer that Mr. Todd, 
must expect to put. down this testimony. Let him,, 
if he can, produce some instance that contradicts i^. 
hoi him remember that Persons wrote of the publip 
conduct of one, who had exercised the office of 
prime minister, and wrote at a time, when thou- 

** Penotut, Waid-fforde, p. 42. 
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sands were alive to convict him of falsehood, if 
what he asserted, were not true. Let him compare 
the testimony of Persons, papist as he was, with the 
testimony of that sound orthodox protestant, old 
Roger Ascham, preceptor to queen Elizabeth, who 
thus writes, in the reign of that princess, to the earl 
of Leicester. " Noe bishop in queene Marye's days 
wold have dealt so with me : for such estimae'on e'n 
those (even the leamedst and wisest men, as Gar- 
diner, Heath, and cardinal Poole) made of my 
doore service, that although they knew perfectly, 
that in religion, by open writing and privy talk, I 
was contrary unto them, yett that, when Sir 
Francis iDgleiield by name did note me specially 
at the council board, Gardiner would not suffer me 
to be called thither, nor touched elsewhere, saying 
such words of me as in a letter, though letters can- 
not blushe, yet should I blushe to write therein to 
your Lo'pp — Winchester's good will stood not In 
speakeing fairs, and wishing well, but he did indeed 
that for me, whereby my wife and children shall 
live the better, when I am gone.'"'^ 

In the Eleventh Charge, we are directed to that 
passage in my history of Mary, in which I have 
brought to light the peTseoating provisions of the 
reformatio legura ecclesiasticarum, the new code of 
canon law devised by the archbishop in the reign of 
Edward, for the government of the reformed church 
of England.^* It was certainly an awkward dis- 
covery : and, when I consider the pain with which 
Mr. Todd seems to have perused it, I can readily 




3' Whitakcr's Ricbmondsiiire, 28fi. Nu^eb Antiquas, i 
f Hbt. vii.258. Todd, 113. 



exmae tbe rexBorks wfakii it has drawn ^m fata 
pen. Wbetber ihose remarks bare doiip him 
faoBoor ID ibc estimation of his readers, I am igno- 
Aot: to me it is saSeient that he dare not deay 
the acenrscT of idt stslcmmt. I a^k do more. 

Tie Twt^h andLasi Charn:t demands a few pre- 
I'T"— J * aAnerration!. ScK>n after the death nf 
tfce aareUMdiop, a book wa£ published in London 
with tUs title : " All the snbmyssioos and recanla- 
tioos ofHrnmas Cranmer, late archebvsfaop of Can- 
terbatre, truly set forth in Latyoand English, agree- 
able to tbe originalles wrytten and subscribed with 
his own hand: Visum et exaniinatum per reveren- 
dom pstrem et domioum, Edmundum, Episcopum 
London. Anno mdltt. Escnsara Lend, in cedibus 
J. Cawodi, Typogr. Regiee ilajest. cum privilegio." 
1. This book contains the inibmissions and recao- 
tations written and subscribed with the hand of the 
archbi^op. In number they amonnt to seven. 
This, I trust, is a sufficient answer to the remark of 
Mr. Todd, that " to the six instruments of tbe 

(archbishop's abjuration, published by Bonner, Dr. 
Liogard has for the first ti me in the page of his- 
tory mistakenly added a seT>enth.'- 2. In Mary's 
reign as well as the reigns of her succe^^rs, no 
work, touching on theological matters, could be 
lawfully published without the previous examination 
ft and license of the archbishop, or of the bishop of 
I London. This tract bears, in the title page, the 
I license of Bonner. By most writers it has on that 

■ account been considered as his work and publi- 

■ cation : but most certainly the ground of their 
I opinion suggests the contrarv. Had he been the 
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license. 3. It was publiahed by Cawoode cum pri- 
vilegio, that is, with a patent securing to him the 
copyright. Now it appears to me, that this single 
circumstance will furnish a more probable explana- 
tion of the two entries in the council book of 13th 
and I6th of March, than has yet been given. The 
first is an order that Rydatl and Copland should 
give up the printed copies of Cranmer's recantation 
to be burnt : the second, a recognisance by the same 
printers, that they "will deliver to Mr. Cawoode all 
such books as they of late printed, concerning 
Cranmer's recantation, to be by the said Cawoode 
burnt." By the dates, it appears that these orders 
refer to the recantation of doctrinal errors made on 
the 26th of February. But at that time, as ap- 
pears from the letter of the French ambassador, he 
was expected to make another recantation of erro- 
neous conduct; and this he accordingly did make 
on the eighteenth of March. Hence, as the hook 
of Rydall and Copland was evidently imperfect, we 
ma}' conclude that it was published without license, 
which would subject it to seizure; and as it was 
moreover an infringement of Cawoode's copyright, 
the reason appears why the books were delivered to 
Cawoode himself to be destroyed, 

2. But to proceed to the submissions them- 
selves, the four first appear to have been considered 
as general and evasive : the fifth was as full and 
explicit, in regard to doctrine, as the most zealous 
of the archbishop's adversaries could have wished. 
In the sixth he condemned hi:j own conduct, 
acknowledged that he had been a greater perse- 
cutor than St. Paul ; that he was unworthy of 
favour : that he deserved not only temporal but 
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emrkurting^ vpimidimi^iiiv t ■ S»4 Vf$»^ ^ eaosb atid 
aiitiior of the divorce; be -had bltfspfaemed against 
iii^mctamentj and had tsinned a^inst heaven. :He 
OjQM9ured the pope, the king, and the queen^to pardon 
llisaifiences against them ; the whole realm^ and the 
iwi V^rsal ehurch to have compassion on his wretched 
HMll; tad God to look on him with mercy at the hour 
qfhk^detttfa. Oftheauthenticity of these two confess 
sjMiM'tbere can be no doubt. One is given by Fox^ the 
citber is jaeiitioiied by the French ambassador in a 
Iffkteritoflus courts as ^ une confession publique, et 
Qgbecide honorable et volontaire." Indeed they are not 
dMpbted 'by the friends of the archbishop^ who con- 
fine ttmwdiV/ei tblhe denial of the seventh^ a matter 
<tf iSmiH cenaidqilence as far as regards the conduct of 
CvtmrntiP ^/btttivdnsidered by them of importance, 
iaiAotnach astit fsmkhes a plausible cause of invec- 
tiy^e^ against Bonner^ ^^ the egregious superintendant 
''Hf the publicatidti;' says Mr. Todd, <' who had 
the effh>ntery to publish to the world the very ' 
eoiitrary of what Cranmer professed, as if it had 
^been approved and pronounced by him :" '^ the 
^^r profligate bishop/' says Strype, " who> to serve 
^^t^nendy prostituted his faith and credit, by testify- 
^ing a thing so notoriously known to be quite 
** other wise .''^^ 

; 3. But a few montients of cool inquiry will 
show, that the publisher, whoever he was, com- 
mitted no forgery : that he inserted in his book 
nothing but what was true, and that this fabrication, 
as it is termed, forms in reality, what I have called 
it, a seventh recantation. The book, it should be 

^ Todd, 125. Strype, uL 233 
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'recollected, professes to contain, not the speech 

.which, the archbishop made in the church before his 

death, but ^^ the submissions and recantations which 

he wrote and subscribed." Did he then write 

and subscribe this seventh recantation? Of that 

there cannot be a doubt. " Then/' says Fox, " be*^ 

cause the day was not farr past, and the lords and 

knights that were looked for, were not yet comib^ 

there came to him the Spanish frier, witness of his 

recantation, bringing a paper with articles, which 

Cranmer should openly profess in his recantation 

before the people, earnestly desiring him that he 

would write the said instrument with the articles 

with his owti hand, and sign it with . his name^ which 

when he had done, the said f fier^. desired tiskat h# 

.would write another copy thereof,, whieh^ should 

remain with him, and that he did also.'^^. If thekl 

Cranmer actually wrote and subscribed this rcoan*^ 

station, where can be the forgery in publishing it as 

such with his other recantations? He afterwards 

revoked whatever he had subscribed : that X' a^^ 

knowledge: but the revocation did not do awajif 

the existence of his previous submissions, or make 

the publication of any of them a forgery .^^ ♦ v 

The principal objection which Mr. Todd brings 

against me under this head is, that I have not 

noticed '* the subtlety with which the fortitude of 

38 'x\cts and mon. 559. 

^ Here I have to thank Mr. Todd for die detection of a triflifa'g 
error in my account of the last paper. I called the fourth article in 
it an assertion of the queen's title; I should have said a direction, to 
assert it: for so unconscious was the publisher of the design now 
imputed to him, of imposing the paper on the . public as a speech 
actually spoken, that he printed it with the directions which it con- 
" Here to declare the quencs just title to the croun.*' 
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the archbishop had been assailed ;" ^^ the promise 
that his life should be spared, and the suggestion 
that he might live many years, and yet enjoy dig- 
nity or ease, or both."*^ It is evident that Mr. 
Todd has overlooked the note in p. 278, of my sixth 
volume, in which I both mention these rumours, 
knd refute them. Had such a promise been made, 
the archbishop would have mentioned it, when he 
Myoked his recantations in his last speech : on the 
dd&trary, he attributed the recantations, not to any 
prottiise given, but to the hope cherished by himself, 
that by making them, he should obtain mercy. ^^ I 
renounce ttnd refuse them,'* says he, *^ as things 
^ivritten with my hand, contrary to the truth which 
rethought in my heart; and written for fear of 
dcMEthy ajid to save my life, if it might be."*^ From 
tlietse words it is evident^ that he had received no 
promise^. 

I have* now gone through the twelve charges 
advanced against me by Mr. Todd. I have met 
thendi fairly, and answered them, I trust, satisfac- 
torily. To me the controversy, though occasionally 
embittered by an angry expression from my oppo- 
nent,' has proved highly gratifying. The talents 
aiod industry of Mr. Todd are well known : the 
sources of information lay open before him: he 
possessed facilities of research, which fall not to the 
lot of many : and the result has been, I say it with 
confidence, that he has produced nothing to im- 
peach^ in any material degree, the correctness of 
my references, or the veracity of my statements. 

« Todd, 117, 121. « Strype, iii. 237. 
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CHAPTER IV. 



The Quarterly "Review — Its compliment to Mr. Tdddt 
— The Amour between Henry and Anne Boleyn— 
Also between Henry and Mary Boleyn — Dispen- 
sation granted to Henry — Speeches of Anne in 
the Tower — Admonition of Cardinal ^iteri. 






A writer in the fifty-sixth tiuiiW^^ tfie'iQ^^ 
ferly Review, mentions with distinguished {irais^ 
"the severe and unrelenting vigilance, with'^hldli 
Hr. Todd has hunted Dr. Litigard through hisi 
ihany mis-statements respecting ai^cfabishop Cran^ 
mer."^ But he is not content with paying this conii- 
pHment^ he aspires to a share in the honours of the 
cliase; and undertakes to pursue me through tile 
melancholy story of Henry's second queeii, the uh^ 
fortunate Anne Boleyn. Be it so : 1 have no great 
reason to fear these literary Nimrods. The reader 
has seen how easily 1 burst the gossamer nets of Mr. 
Todd : the toils spread by his brother huntsman are 
fabricated of the same light and flimsy materials. 

Henry and Anne Boleyn. *^ Dr. Lingard,'' say^ 
the reviewer, *^ details the whole progress of the 
amour, (between Henry and Anne) during five 

^ Quart. Rev. p. 19. 



years, with the precision and accuracy of one of 
Marivaux' novela. His authorities for all this are 
a few dateless letters, and a furious invective by 
Henry's enemy, cardinal Pole. The finished co- 
quette, who, coldly and with ambitious calculation, 
for two years, refused a less price than a crown lor 
her affections, who, by consummate artifice, 
wrought the amorous monarch to divorce his wife 
and wed herself, is stated, nevertheless, to have 
lived as Henry's concubine during three years. 
Now, in the absence of all authentic evidence, 
would it not have been more natural, evidently more 
charitable, to attribute her long resistance to her 
virtuous principles, perhaps to her previous attach- 
ment to lord Percy ? her weakness to the sediictiona 
of Henry's ardent attachment, and to her confidence 
in his promises. All that is proved against her in 
this part of her history is, that she was married on 
the 25th of January (in a garret as Dr. Lingard, 
with due regard to probability, asserts,) and that 
Elizabeth was born the 13th of September."- 

1. In this laboured passage we look in vain for 
the perspicuity, which usually characterizes the 
writer. He is evidently at a loss, whether he ought 
to admit or to deny the alleged connexion between 
Henry and Anne. In one part he admits it, where 
he wishes her weakness to be attributed to the 
seductions of Henry, and her confidence in hia 
promises : in others he may be said to deny it, for 
he afllirms the absence of all authentic evidence, and 
that nothing has been proved against her but her 
marriage on the 25th of January, and the birth uf 

* Review, p. 13. The length of the poiisagc has 
oiuit a few lines of no iinpofUnce 
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her child on the 13tb, he should have said the 7t!i 
of September. 

2. I shall answer, that I have related nothing 
respecting the conduct of Henry and Anne, which 
is not founded, in my opinion, on evidence beyond 
cavil or suspicion. One letter, indeed, is dateless. 
But that letter is favourable to Anne, as it provefs 
that Henry, when he wrote it, had in vain solicited 
her chastity for more than a twelvemonth. But, if 
the reviewer had consulted the other letters, which 
I have quoted, he could not have said that they are 
" dateless." All of them, and they are numerous, 
have their accompanying dates. As to the " furious 
invective" by cardinal Pole, it will be more pro- 
perly noticed in the discussion of the next objec- 
tion. 

3. I shall add that there is no absence, tis he 
pretends, of authentic evidence. We have not, 
indeed, the confession of the parties; but we pos- 
sess the evidence of those, who had the opportunity 
of knowing the truth, and who gave their testi- 
ihony in circumstances, in which they cannot be 
suspected of falsehood. We have the evidence of 
cardinal Wolsey, In a confidential conversation 
with Cavendish respecting the causes of his disgrace, 
he alludes to the secret and nocturnal influeiice of 
Anne, whom he' points out by the designation of 
*^ the night-crowe, that cries ever in the king's ears 
against me.*'^ We have the letters of Du Bellay, 

* Wordsworth's Eccles. Biog. i. 490. Of this influence there had 
been lately a remarkable instance. Henry had received the cardi- 
nal graciously, conversed with him familiarly in presence of the 
courtiers, given him a long audience in his closet till late in the 
evening, and requested him to return the next day. His enemies 
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the French amba^ssador^ the^coa^iiant of both Henry 
and Anne. His language, when he speaks of the 
lovers, is too plain to be misunderstood. There 
cannqt be a question that he looked upon her as the 
king's mistress. We have the two breves of 
Clement addi:es3ed to Henry, in which the pontiff 
states the fact without doubt or qualifiqation, Bu^ 
what is more in such a case, we have the evidence 
of facts. We find the king attempting to seduce 
a young and beautiful female. To overcome hqr 
objections, he promises her marriage, as soon as h^ 
can obtain a . divorce from his wife. The cause is 
brought into cojirt : but the delay of the judge^ 
irritates his impatience. He expels his wife ; h^ 
sends for the object of his affection from the 
house of her father ; he allots her apartments 
contiguous to his own ; he orders his courtiers to 
pay to her all the respect due to the queen; he 
suffers her to interfere in matters of state, and to 
claim a share in the distribution of favours. Thus 
they live for three years under the same roof. We 
find them taking their meals together ; if the king 
ride out, we are sure to discover her by his sidej if 
he hunt, he places her in a convenient station to 
partake of the sport ; if he change his residence, she 
accompanies him ; and, when he crosses the sea to 
meet the French king at Calais, he cannot leave 
her behind him. Let the reader couple all this 

trembled for their own safety ; but before morning the " night-crowe 
had cried in the king's eais against him," and obtained a promise 
that he would never more speak to Wolsey. At an early hour 
he rode out with Anne, dined at Harewell, and did not return till the 
evening. The cardinal, who had come according to appointment, 
received a hint to return to London. Compare Cavendish. 438** 
444, with the bishop of Bay onne's Letter, 375^ and EIJ 
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iwith the emoro w leB)|)erattient t)f fieory, with 
impetuous di8iM>sition) with his indelicate allusions 
and anticipations in his correspondence with hm^ 
and he will not want evidence to teach him in what 
relation they lived together^ nor feel any surprise^ 
if her child was born within little more than seven 
months after the clandestine celebration of their 
marriage. 

Henry and Mary Bokyn. The reviewer, in the 
next place, refuses to believe, that Mary Boleyji, 
the sister of Anne, had ever been the mistress of 
Henry. His chief reason is, that the story depends 
primarily on the credit of cardinal Pole, ^' in an 
acrimonious invective against the king,'' and >^' it 

* See his letters, iv. v. vi. ix. xvi. The sevetiteen tetfef^ pro- 
llerved in the Vatican, have been copied in H'eatne^^s AtfesbMty, 
4befHarleian Collection, vol. iii. and the Pamphlet^' VoL ±^ 
|qpi« From the circumstance that the 16tb was wxii^ten^ while tha 
king was labouring at **hi8 book," we may sjifejy date^it in:SQin(p 
of the last months of 1527, or at latest in January, 1528* At tha^ 
ttibae Henry and Anne had come to an understanding ; she had con- 
fitted to faire Toffyce dung vray loyal mestres et amye, et do lie 
^tmner corps et cuer k luy ; and he had proniised to make her kli' 
wife and queen in the place of Catharine. Hence we xaM^i ^srs^ 
the letters, which refer to the first part of their courtship (i« iv* y* viii^ 
to the year 1527, and its commencement to the year 1520, as id 
one of tbem (v.) Henry asserts that more than a year had elaj^ed 
since he was wounded by the arrow oJF loVe, attaynte da dm 
d*amours. 

In 1528 she^ was absent from court, from the beginning of JuQ^id 
the middle of August, and again from the beginning of September 
to the beginning of December, after which she constantly accom- 
panied the king. To the first of these two periods belong the letters 
iii. vii. xii. xiii., to the latter vi. xiv. xvii. As the others (ii. vUi. 
ix. X. xi. XV.) neither mention the divorce, nor the arrival of Cam- 
vieggio, I think they must have been written in 1527; and of these 
ninth and tenth were sent during the season for buck-hunting, 
9h lasted from the 29th of June to tbe Idth of September. 
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is far from improbable tfeat b^iiay httv^ heightencAi 
and^aggravated some soanditlous #e|H>rt into a posi* 
trve assertion ; more especially as he is known id 
have watched with a vigilance, not entirely di8<- 
interested, the claim of Mary> daughter of Catha^ 
rine, to the succession."^ 

1. The work, which is here styled ^'anacrimo^ 
nious invective/* is entitled, pro ecclesiasticee uni- 
tatis defensione libri quatuor. Henry had repeatedly 
ordered his kinsman to explain his notions respect- 
ing the supremacy ; and Pole, with much hesitation', 
and after many delays, sent him this treatise ih 
manuscript for his private perusal. It was begun 
soon after the separation of Henry from the chureh 
of Rome, and continued during the time when all 
Europe resounded with execration of the tyrant, 
who had put to. death Fisher and More: and the 
writer, attached to the king by the ties of blood and 
gratitude, persuaded himself that to open his ey^s 
to the turpitude of his conduct, it was necessary tp 
lay it before him without disguise or qi^alificatio^ 
Hence he adopted an asperity of language, which, 
joined to that declamatory style, in which hfe 
always indulged, was more calculated to irritate,, 
than to convince. But this, though it nlay lead us 
to impeach his prudence, ought not to affect his 
credit. He would have defeated his own object, 
had he ** aggravated scandalous reports into posi- 
tive assertions/' or exhorted Henry to repent of 
offences, which he did not know that the king had 
committed." 

The notice of the amour with Mary Boleyn is 

* Review, 13, 14. 



thus introduced. Pole had asserted that Henry, in 
seeking to procure a divorce from Catharine, pre- 
tended motives of conacience, but was in reality ac- 
tuated by motives of passion. " How," he proceeds, 
" you will perhaps ask, can I know what passes in 
the secret of your own breast ? No one but God can 
know it. I answer that God has shewn it to nie, 
and not to me only, but to every maa, who will 
take the trouble to consider your conduct : he 
has shewn it through the very person whom you. 
have chosen to fill the place of your lawful wife. 
For who is she ? The sister of a woman, whom you 
had long kept as a ??iisircss. But did you not know 
that the law, which forbids you to luarry the 
relict of your brother, if he have known her car- 
nally, also forbids you to marry the woman, whose 
sister you have carnally known youi'self? If then 
you reject one of these marriages through respect 
for the law, you ought to reject the other for the same 
reason. And say not that you were ignorant of 
this part of the law. No one knew it better than 
yourself. You proved it by soliciting a dispensa- 
tion to many the sister of one who had been your 
concubine. Thus the very choice of the person for 
your second wife discloses your real motives. She, 
silent though she be, proclaims to the world that 
lus<;, and not religion, induced you to claim the 
benefit of the law in Leviticus.*"' 



^ Qui mc scire potubso quo animo id fcccris? Quem autem nisi 
solum deirm aniuium tuum iiossc ? .... Dim deum tiiihi revelasse, 
DCc vera oiilii uni plusqaam rcliqiiis omnibus, qui dare operam volu- 
erunt ut causara cognoscerent .... Deus revotavit, non per se qui- 
(lem. ''' —■ •'•i perseepe multi.^ sed perillam ipsara adultcrara, quanj 

tn i '\le induxisti Quid oa, cujusmodi taDdeu) est? 

A IS est, quom lu *i£)Iasti prirauiii, et diu postea concu- 
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The reader will observe, that m this extract Pole 
does not undertake to prove the alleged amour of 
Henry with Mary Boleyn : he takes it for granted r 
he assumes it as a known and undisputed fact : and 
from it he' argues, that the king knew his intended 
marriage with Anne to be no less forbidden by the 
Levitical law, than his past marriage with Catharine. 
In several other passages he refers with equal confi- 
dence to the same amour, and on each occasion his 
language is that of a man, who asserts nothing of 
which he is not assured, and who neither fears nor 
expects to meet with contradiction. The truth is, 
that, as far as we know, no one had the hardihood 
to contradict him. 

2J But it seems that I ^^ have ingeniously pro- 
duced a corroboration of Pole's testimony by an in- 
ference drawh from a passage of a most remarkable 
docuhlerit, a 'dispensation granted to Henry at hisi 

binae loco apud te habutsti ? Ilia ipsa est. Quomodo ergo tios 
dbces quam refagias ab illicitis matrimoniis ? An ta hie legem igno-i 
fabas, quffi lion minus profocto vetat, sororem te ejus dncere, euiil 
qnft tmum corpus factus sis, qu£im ejus cum qua frater. Si iina.dq? 
tastanda est, altera etiam detestanda. An Aanc legem nesciebasf 
Atiu pmniKtn optime noras* Verum quo pacto hoc scio ? Quia 

eodem tempore ab eodem pontifice magna vi contcndebas, 

ut tibi li caret duccre sororem ejus, quae concubina tua fuisset, 
idque impetrasti. An non igitur hsec ipsa, quam nunc habes 
pro uxore quae tua mens fuerit, pianissimo ostendit ? An non 
per ejus personam, ea tacente, Deus omnibus certum facit, te quo 
libidini tuge obsequereris, non ut Dei mandato obtemperares, legis 
mentionem fecissc. Poll pro eccl. unit, defensione, 1. iii. p. ^3, 
^4,55. Argentorati, 1555. I have transcribed this long passage, 
1. to shew the scope of Pole's reasoning ; 2. to explain the senso in 
which he used the word " revelation ;" 3. to point out the fact to 
which the words " quo pacto hoc scio" refer. They refer not to 
the amour with Mary Boleyn, but to the king's knowledge of tho 
prohibition in Leviticus. 
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own request."^ That it is a corroboration, an irre- 
fragable corroboration of Pole's testimony, no one 
can doubt. He had alluded to the dispengation, I 
produced it. Its object was to do away every im- 
pediment to Henry's intended union with Anne, as 
soon as the marriage with Catharine should be 
pronounced invalid. It was for this purpose com- 
posed by the canonists in England, approved by 
Henry, and granted by the pontiff. Now, what 
was obtained by it? A license to marry ano- 
ther woman, 1st, though that woman were under 
a contract of marriage to a third person, pro- 
vided it had not been actually consummated ; 2d. 
and though she might stand in the first degree of 
affinity to the king, arising out of his connexioo 
(lawfully or unlawfully) with some other woman, 
provided she, whom he meant to marry, were not 
the relict of hig brother.^ The first part, it is evi- 
dent, referred to the precontract of marriage, sus- 
pected to have been made between Anne Boleyn 
and Lord Percy ; but to what did the second refer ? 
Manifestly to the king's amour with Mary Boleyn. 
In no other case could Anne stand in the first de- 
gree of affinity towards him. Thus the dispensa- 
tion proves beyond the possibility of doubt the truth 
of Pole's statement. 

3. It is amusing to observe how the reviewer 
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sit quffi priuB cum alio coiitraxctit, dumtnoJo 
non Tiierit coiisumitialiira. 2". Eliamsi i1ln 



■ 1". Etiamsi ta 
illud camali copii 
tibi alias Hccundo aut reiiiotiore eonaangiiiuitutis, aut primo affiaitatis 
gradu, ctium ex quocuinquc licito aut illioita coitu provcnicntc, 
iiwiccra conjuncta sit, ilutumodo relicta fmlris tui non fuoril. Wil- 
Ifi ■■•i. 707. 
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winds and writhes himself ifitb' all pbstnres and 
shapes, to escape from this difficulty. 1. He as« 
tomes a most charitable tone^ and will never believe 
^< that the pope, the infallible guardian of christian 
morals, would sanction the grossest incest by grant- 
kig such a dispensation." Whether the dispensation 
can be said to sanction incest, any more thati a bill 
0f divorce passed by the legislature, sanctions adul- 
tery, I will not determine. That I leave the re- 
viewer to settle with the {K)ntiff. It is sufficient for 
me that, as an historian, I did my duty by relating 
the fact* 2. He is, moreover, sure that Henry 
^ould never have asked for it. ^ If the incestuous 
connexion were a secret from the world, would he 
oot bave t)n*dwn- the proof of it upon others, 
mtherthanfhave "thus proclaimed it? If it Had been 
io ' public and notorious as to make conceal^ 
nient unnebessaryy must not some other evidence 
beddea Pole's bat« remained?^ It were easy to 
break either horn of this dilemma. But I shall 
Iknsw^r, that whether the connexion were public or 
aecret, a dispensation became requisite: otherwise 
the validity of the marriage, and in consequence the 
legitimacy of the children by that marriage, might 
Afterwards be disputed. 3. He maintains ^^ as a 

9 Review, 14, I m^y add from one of Heniy's letters to Anne, 
that he retaiued a kindness for Maiy, afier he had abandoned her. 
Her father and mother bad refused to receive her into their house ; 
Bnd Henry by hb private secretary, Walter Welch, wrote to lord 
Rochford in her favour. ^' Tochyng your sister mater, I have causyd 
water welze to wrtte to my lorde myne mynde herein : whereby I 
troste that eve shall not have poure to. dessayve adam : for surly, 
what soever is sayde, it cannot stand wt hys honour, but that he 
most ncds take her hys natural dawgther now in her extreme neces* 
site.'* Pamphleteer, xxii. 118. 



safe inference," that Pole had no other ground than 
this dispensation for his scandalous assertion :"' and 
yet a few lines before he had told us that very 
probably Pole had taken it up from report, and 
heightened and aggravated that report into a positive 
assertion. 4th. He begins to disbelieve tlie docu- 
ment altogether, and wonders " that Dr. Lingard. 
should rest on such partial, questionable, and sus- 
picious evidence," and yet almost in the same breath, 
he had admitted the instrument as genuine, when 
he so " safely " pronounced it the real foundation 
of Pole'a gtatement. 

Speeches of Anne Boleijn. Having informed us 
that " the tender mercies of some are cruelty, and 
the charity of others is not much better," the re- 
viewer proceeds to complain of the injustice done 
to Anne Boleyn by the unfair inferences which have 
been drawn from her speeches in the Tower. Though 
my name is introduced into this paragraph, I can 
hardly persuade myself that I am the person cen- 
sured. I have related those speeches, it is true: 
but I have related thera impartially, giving those 
which make for the queen, as well as those which 
make against her. I then proceed thus: "From 
them it is, indeed, plain that her conduct had been 
imprudent : that she hud descended from her high 
station to make companions of her men servants; 
and that she had been so weak as to listen to their 
declarations of love. But whether she rested here, 
or abandoned herself to the impulse of licentious 
desire, is a question which probably never can be 
determined.'"" This is the inference which I drew. 
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and I wish to know what reaftonable objection can 
be raised against it. The reviewer, indeed, com- 
plains that by the words men-servants, the general 
reader may understand men : in the lowest rank of 
life, while in reality three out of the four were 
gentlemen by birth. Had he looked into pagea^ 
S'lS and 323, he would have found this remark un- 
necessary. I have twice made the distinction, which 
he complains that I have suppressed. 

Attends admonition. He afterwards introduces, with 
a sneer, what he terms " a remarkable instance of 
Dr. Lingard's impartiality." It refers to a tract 
entitled, *^ An admonition to the nobility and 
people of England and Ireland, concerninge the 
present warres^ made for the execution of his 
holines sentence by the highe and mightie kinge 
Catholicke of Spain, by the cardinal of Englcmde; 
Anno MDU>iXxviii/- The reviewer's words are 
^t^..Dr. Lingard analyzes the tract as far as the abuse 
of the queen, which, however extravagant, may in-* 
fluence the reader in the estimate of her character. 
But the fourth part he passes lightly over, and thei 
treasonable division, which would display his own 
party in the darkest and truest colours, and fully 
confirms their designs against the queens life, and 
the nation's independeno(?, he omits entirely with a 
reference to Fuller and Mr. Butler." 

Had I been the partial and interested writer, 
whom the reviewer is pleased to represent me, in- 
stead of analyzing any part of this tract, I should 
have allowed it to remain in the obscurity in which 
it lay concealed. Nothing called on me to detail its 
contents. But the book has always been extremely 
scarce: though I can enumerate twenty writer? 
who have mentioned it, I do not believe that a 
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one of them had seen it : and on that account I 
thought I should gratify the curiosity of my readers 
by giving an analysis of it in my notes. But then I 
Imd but little space: the volume had already 
reached the six hundredth and sixtieth page, a bulk 
which I had not anticipated ; and for that reason I 
confined my description to the part of the book, 
which was unknown^ and for the remainder referred 
the reader to the accounts already published. This 
is the partiality of which I have been guilty. 

But may I ask what is the meaning of the passage^ 
^^ which would display his own party in the darkest 
and truest colours?" Why am I to be identified 
with the Spanish party? Where have I approved of 
their intrigues or designs ? The Spanish party com* 
posed not the great body of English catholics. The 
former projected and promoted the Spanish expo-- 
dition ; the latter rose to oppose it with an energy 
aod unanimity, which extorted from their very ad*- 
versaries the praise of loyalty and patriotism. 

Perhaps I ought, in conclusion, to apologisse to 
the reader for the length to which these pages have 
run. He must attribute it to the numerous charges 
and cavils of my adversaries. If I have endeavourd 
to vindicate myself, I have also been careful to avoid 
all irrelevant matter and unnecessary prolixity. 
On most of the subjects, I might with justice have 
said more: on none, with a due regard tomy owt\ 
character, could I have said less. 



THE END. 



Shaekitt and Co, JthM*on*9'COHri, Fleet-^eet. t 



*• 



